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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Wate tHE bulk of the provisions of the new Vaccination 
Act, 1898, do not come into force until the Ist of January noxt, 
the much-debated ‘‘ conscience clause” is expressly made to 
operate from the 12th inst., on which day the Act received the 
Royal Assent. The t law, therefore, is that no penalty 
can be imposed for the neglect to have a child vaccinated if the 

arent or other . within four months from the 

irth of the chil d, “‘ sati two justices or a stipendiary or 
metropolitan pan magistrate in petty sessions that he con- 
scientiously believes that vaccination would be prejudicial to 
the health of the child,” and within seven days thereafter 
delivers to the vaccination a certificate by the 
justices or magistrate of such conscientious objection. 

xperience will shew whether magistrates will be easily 
“satisfied” as to this very important matter; it does 
not appear that they can have any evidence to act upon except 
the «wee dixit of the conscientious objector, tested perhaps 
by something in the nature of cross-examination from the 
bench. It is to be noticed, however, that the objection must be 
that the operation will be prejudicial to health in the parti- 
cular case; no mere general objection to vaccination or to the 
compulsory system, and no elevated ideas of the liberty of the 
subject, will suffice. As tochildren born before the passiag of 
the Act, the Legislature has made special provision: in such 
cases the four months’ period is to run from the 12th inst., and 
not from the date of the birth. One consequence of the Act, of 
course, is that no ings for penalties uader the Vacciaa- 
tion Acts can be taken in respect of any child until the four 
months’ period has expired, for until then there will have beeu 
no default in complying with the Acts. 





Tue pecision of Kexewion, J., in the case of Re Furber 
(reported ante, p. 718), sets at rest any doubt upon the question 
whether a mortgagee’s solicitor is entitled to charge the scale 
fee for negotiating a mo when the pro security 
does not consist exclusively of “‘ freehold, copyhold, or leasehold 
property.” The solicitor inthe case in question, who was act- 
ing also for the mortgagor, and negotiated advances from some 
of his other clients upon the security of the mortgagor's 


- interest in certain Oattor oheened tes 


and a fund in court. The solicitor 
42 
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the negotiation according to the scale; but upon taxation the 
taxing-master disallowed the charges, being of opinion that the 
following words in Schedule I., Part I., of the General Order under 
the Solicitors Remuneration Act, 1881—namely, ‘‘ Mortgagee’s 
solicitor for negotiating loan,” were by the context restricted to 
loans upon ‘freehold, copyhold, or leasehold property.” 
Upon a summons by the solicitor to review the taxing-master’s 
certificate, Kuxxewicu, J., dissented from the taxing-master’s 
view, and decided that the solicitor was entitled to charge 
the scale fee for negotiating the loans notwithstanding that the 
mortgages were not exclusively of ‘‘ freehold, copyhold, or lease- 
hold property.”” This decision of the court, so far as it goes, 
confirms the opinion of the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society, expressed during recent years, that the negotiating 


scales apply to all descriptions of property, including, for | 
instance, besides reversionary interests in personalty, life policies, | 


rates, stock-in-trade, goodwill, patents, ships, &c., but excepting 
vendor’s charges under the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act or 
any other private or public Act under which the same are paid 
by the purchaser. 


Section 22 of the Patents Act, 1883, which provides a remedy 
for cases where patents are taken out and not worked in this 
country, has been at length put in operation. By the section 
it is enacted that if, on the petition of any person interested, it is 
proved to the Board of Trade that, by reason of the default of 
a patentee to grant licences on reasonable terms, (a) the patent 
is not being worked in the United Kingdom, or (4) the reason- 
able requirements of the public with respect to the invention 
cannot be supplied, or (c) any person is prevented from working 
or using tothe best advantage an invention of which he is 
es the Board of Trade may order the patentees to grant 
icences on such terms as to royalties or otherwise as the board 
may think just. Hitherto the difficulty of putting this section 
in force has made it inoperative. Previously to this year there 
were only four applications under it and none of these were 
ep y with. An application has now been made to the 
rd of Trade by Messrs. Levinsrein, of Manchester, who are 
the possessors of inventions for the manufacture of dye 
stuffe. The use of these inventions depends upon materials the 
patents fur which have been taken out by German manufac- 
turers in this country, though they are not worked here. Messrs. 
LevINsTEIN accordingly have proceeded under clause (c) of the 
above section and have obtained an order requiring the patentees 
to grant them a licence to use the patented inventions. A 
curious feature in the matter is that in Germany the inventions 
are, it is stated, free, one of the patents having been refused 
in that country and the other revoked for want of novelty. It is 
also stated that the present inquiry lasted eleven days, at a 
total expense to all parties of not less than £4,000. It is doubt- 
ful, therefore, whether the experiment of proceeding under the 
section will be repeated. It has been for some time realized 
that a shorter and more efficacious mode of dealing with patents 
which are being kept dormant is required. In France a 
patentee is liable to have his patent revoked if he does not use 
it for two years after it has been granted, and in Germany he is 
under a similar liability after three years. A provision of this 
kind ought to be substituted for section 22. 





THE REPORT just issued by the Board of Trade on bankruptcy 
in 15897 contains some satisfactory figures. Both in the number 
of receiving orders aud in the total amount of <—e there 
has been a steady annual decrease since 1893. In that year 
the receiving orders were 4,874, and the aggregate liabilities 
£7,492,367 ; the corresponding numbers for 1897 were 4,074 
and £5,678,498. As compared with 1896 there is also a re- 
markable increase in the value of the assets. While for 1896 
and 1897 the total liabilities were respectively £5,902,138 and, 
as just mentioned, £5,678,498, the value of the assets was 
£2,334,251 and £2,756,079—an increase of £421,828. There 


has been a similar decrease in the number of deeds of arrange- 
ment and in the aggregate liabilities under such deeds. The 
failures in which the unsecured liabilities exceeded £20,000 
were thirty-two in number. Of these nine are classed as 
ordinary trading cases, eighteen as due to financial and specula- 
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tive enterprize, and two to extravagance and gambling. The 
liabilities in the ordinary trading cases were swollen by a well- 
known banking failure in the south of England. The speculative 
cases shew a total liability of nearly a million pounds, 
With reference to these Mr. Jonn Smiru, the Inspector-General 
in Bankruptcy, calls attention to the hopelessly sanguine view 
which the debtors take of the value of their assets, these con- 
sisting as a rule of ‘‘ unworkable concessions or unsaleable shares 
lin abortive companies.” The debtors’ estimates of value were 
} upwards of £600,000, whilst the probable results of realization 
‘will not exceed £86,000. Seeing that one such debtor estimated 
his assets at over £400,000, and the bankruptcy officials estimate 
them at nt/, this disparity is readily accounted for. In reference 
to deeds of arrangement, the report refers to the circumstance 
that no security is required from trustees under such deeds, nor 
is there apy provision corresponding to that of section 85 of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, under which the trustee vacates his 
office upon a receiving order being made against him. Asa 
result it is stated that creditors suffer loss through the defalca- 
tion of trustees, and, when bankruptcy supervenes, they are 
helpless unless they take steps to have the defaulting trustee 
removed. Moreover, no machinery exists for enabling trustees 
under deeds of arrangement to pay over unclaimed dividends 
to the bankruptcy department, and so secure a complete dis- 
charge from their trust. 





THE BANKRUPTCY report also calls attention to the remarkable 
discrepancy which exists between the total number of adjudica- 
tions and the number of bankrupts who obtain their discharge. 
The adjudications under the Act of 1883 down to the end of 
1897 amount to 59,903, while the applications for discharge 
have been only 13,568. As these applications include the cases 
where the discharge has been refused or suspended for periods 
which are still current, it is obvious that, after making allowance 
for deaths and for cases in which the adjudication has been 
annulled, there must, at the present time, be a vast number of 
undischarged bankrupts. Many of these are carrying on busi- 
ness under their own or under assumed names. It has been 
suggested that in order to protect the trading community all 
undischarged bankrupts should be required to attend once a 
year at their respective courts to be examined as to their dealings 
in the previous year. But this would be a measure of great 
hardship, and, as the report points out, the Legislature would 
not be likely to favour it. he danger incident to trading by 
undischarged bankrupts is probably more fancied than real, and 
there is tao in existence the provision of section 31 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, which makes it a misdemeanour for an 
undischarged bankrupt to obtain credit to the extent of £20 
without giving notice of his circumstances, So far as title to 
property acquired after the bankruptcy is concerned, the safety 
of persons dealing with the bankrupt is secured by the doctrine 
of Cohen v. Mitchell (38 W. R. 551, 25 Q. B. D. 262). Until the 
trustee intervenes any disposition of personal property, including 
leaseholds (Re Clayton and Barclay’s Contract, 43 W. RB. 
549; 1895, 2 Ch. 212), which the bankrupt has acquired 
since the bankruptcy, in favour of a person dealing bond 
fide and for value, although such person has knowledge 
of the bankruptcy, is valid. A doubt has been suggested 
whether this applies to dealings not incident to the carry- 
ing on of a business by the bankrupt; and, although 
Cohen v. Mitchell does not seem to furnish any ground for the 
doubt, the Board of Trade are anxious to have the question 
raised. An opportunity for so doing had apparently occurred 
in a case where a bankrupt had sold a share devolving upon 
him under an intestacy, and it was decided to contest the pur- 
chaser’s claim. Upon the issue of the writ, however, the claim 
was withdrawn, and the bankrupt’s share became available for 
his creditors. The share, it seems, had been sold at an under- 
value, and probably this accounts for the early termination of 
the proceedings. But the department look forward to another 
yo of testing the generality of the doctrine of Cohen v. 

itchell, 





A compLere answer might be found (says a correspondent) 
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of Deighton v. Liverpool Reversionary Co. (Limi heard before 
Byrne, J., on the 29th ult. The action was brought by the 
vendor for specific performance of a contract to purchase a 
reversionary interest in a legacy of £1,000. The writ was 
issued in the Liverpool District Registry on Wednesday, the 
27th of July, and the action came on for hearing, and the final 
order was made by Byrne, J., on the 29th of July. There was 
an admitted statement of facts on which a question of some 
interest with respect to the rights of transferees of mortgages 
was brought for the decision of the court. The facts were that 
W. by a deed dated the 24th of November, 1897, mortgaged 
his reversionary interest in a legacy of £1,000 to two mort- 
gagees, A.and H. On the Ist of January, 1898, he assigned 
his equity of redemption to D., the plaintiff in the action, the 
deed of assignment containing express provisions that D. should 
not in any way be personally liable to W. or his representatives 
for any money charged on the reversionary interest. On the 
the Ist of April, 1898, D. took a transfer from A. and H. of 
their mortgage, the interest on this, due on the 25th of March, 
then being six days in arrear. In June D., claiming to have the 
right to exercise the statutory power of sale by virtue of the 
mortgage, contracted to sell the property mortgaged to the 
defendants. This contract the defendants refused to carry 
out, on the ground, first, that D. being the owner of the 
equity of redemption, the mortgage had merged upon his 
taking a transfer, and therefore that the power of sale was 
no longer kept alive; or secondly, even assuming that 
the mortgage was kept alive and with it the mortgagees’ various 
remedies, yet that the power of sale had not arisen, inasmuch as 
when the same person became debtor and creditor it could not 
be said that interest was any longer due, and so interest could 
not be in arrear and unpaid within the meaning of section 20 of 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881, so as to give the right to exercise the 
power of sale. At the hearing, having regard to the cases of 
Thorne v. Cann (1895, A. O. 11), and Liquidation Estates, &c., Co. 
v. Willoughby (1898, A. O. 321), it was conceded that the mortgage 
and the power of sale were kept alive in the holder of the equity 
of redemption by his taking the transfer, and reliance was 
placed on behalf of the purchaser on the second point. Bynrvz, 
J., however, held that the interest, which was six days in arrear 
at the date of the transfer on the 1st of April, became more and 
more in arrear as time went on, and that Tasdions in June it was 
two months in arrear and unpaid, and that the mortgagee could 
therefore exercise his power of sale under the provisions of the 
20th section of the Conyeyancing Act, 1881. 





Tue Jury number of the Journal of the Royal United Service 
Institution contains the lecture on recent changes in the rights 
and duties of belligerents and neutrals delivered at the institu- 
tions last May by Master Macponett. The lecture was 
arranged for before the outbreak of the recent war, but it was 
given at a time when that outbreak had made the subject one 
of keen interest. Asa matter of fact neutrals have not been 
affected in the way that was anticipated, and the war will pro- 
bably be found to have left international law pretty much as it 
found it. But the interest of the lecture does not depend upon 
any such transitory considerations. Master Macponz. takes a 
bold line at the start by calling attention to the change which has 
resulted from the disappearanceof the “ lawof nature.” In former 
days jurists thought they had in this law an infallible authority. 
Their faith is an exploded superstition. The law of nature was 
& creature of their own imagination. ‘‘ Learned men,” says the 
lecturer, ‘‘ seemed to project their voicessome distance from them- 
selves, and their voices came back to them as the utterance of the 
law of nature.” Something more tangible was found in the Roman 
law, but as an engine of modern development this also must now 
be admitted to be useless. The result is that much which is to 
be found in the authorities on international law is obsolete. It 
belongs to circumstances and to modes of thought which have 
vanished, International law, says Master Macponz.t, though 
it has no recognized organ or mouthpiece, “ advances—sometimes 
rapidly ; never more rapidly than to-day. By few ex ders 
of international law is sufficient notice taken of this element of 
change. And so there is an international law known to soldiers, 
diplomatists, and men of affairs, and another partly obsolete, but 
still taught in booke.”’ 


Turnine to changes of recent times, Master 
Macpongi1 gives some valuable information as to the provisions 
of the Declaration of Paris. It is interesting to note Nxtson’s 
opinion of privateering, which he quotes. ‘The conduct of all 


privateers is, as far as I have seen, so near that I only 
wonder any civilized nation can allow them.” Now that belli- 


erents not bound by the declaration have shewn no disposi. 
ion to depart from it, it may be anticipated that privateeriog 
will never be revived. More controversy exists with regard to 
the protection of enemies’ goods in neutral bottoms, and 
Master Macponztt is by no means confident as to the result in 
a future war in which this country may be engaged of her 
abandonment of the right of capturing enemies’ goods wher- 
ever found which she had previously maintained. The fact is 
that the opinion or interest of civilized nations generally has 
compelled the adoption of the half-way principle, ‘‘ free 
ships, free goods,” but it is not advan enough to go 
as far as British interests and humanity alike require, and to 
declare all private property at sea free however carried. And 
according to Master Macpong.t there is no chance of this result 

ing reached. ‘Exemption from capture at sea,” he says, “‘ is 
probably for a long time to come out of the question. Such 
exemption would be in war to the su e advantage of 
England, which stands to lose so much. It would, therefore, 
be to the disadvantage of our opponents. We cannot hope that 
other nations, knowing our weak spot, will relinquish this right.” 
It is unfortunate, after all, that there is no longer a law of 
nature to which we can appeal against the dictates of self- 
interest. 





in Ordinary, by Royal Warrant 
dated the 22nd of December, 1876, ‘‘so long as she continued 
his wife or remained his widow,” obtained the style, rank, and 
precedence of a baroness. But the warrant expressly provided 
that nothing therein contained should be deemed or construed 
to authorize or permit any of the children of a Lord of Ap 

in Ordinary to assume or use the prefix of ‘ Honourable,” or 
to be entitled to the style, rank, or precedence of the children 
of a baron. This last-mentioned provision is revoked by a 
Royal Warrant, dated the 30th of March last, but only publ ed 
in last Tuesday’s London yee which confers 4 hae 
of all Lords of A in veg! ’ present, an 
appointed and seed Lords of D -saadss for life, the style 
and title enjoyed by the children of hereditary barons, with rank 
and precedence next to and immediately after the younger 
children of hereditary barons now ¢ or hereafter to be 
created, and immediately before all baronets. The Society of 
the ayn eeye are up in arms against this grant of precedence, 

ege to 


Tue wire of a Lord of Ap 


which they in contravention of the decree of James 
I. dated the 28th of May, 1612. It will be interesting to see 


what steps, beyond a petition to the Crown, they will adopt to 
test this momentous question. 





THE LIABILITIES OF CARRIAGE OWNERS. 


An important decision was given last week by the Lord 
Chief Justice in a case of Jones § Sons v. Scullard (reported 
elsewhere), dealin oe oe -. the ovied 
of a carria of the livery stable keeper who suppli 

him with a ali to drive it, for the i of such driver. 

On Jubilee Day, the 22nd of June, 1897, the defendant's 
brougham ran into, and did damage to, the plaintiffs’ shop in 
Holloway-road, London. The horse between the shafts of the 
brougham belonged to the defendant, and so did the 
but the coachman on the box, though wearing the defeodant’s 
livery, had been hired by him from a livery stable 
Under the contract with the livery stable keeper the man 
driven the defendant’s carriage for some months contin 
but he had only driven the horse which was in the 
day of the accident, and which was, in point of 
from the country, some two or three times. > 


negligence were all some of them 
ray the horse eset, and it 
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horse. The jury found that the coachman was guilty of 
negligence. But in addition to denying the negligence, the 
defendant had pleaded that the coachman was not his servant, 
and it was, by agreement between the parties, left to his lord- 
ship to decide this question. His lordship decided that the 
coachman was the defendant’s servant, and that the defendant 
was therefore liable to the plaintiff for the damage done. 

Cases of this kind often give rise to some difficulty, and there 
has been some conflict of opinion among the judges. The point 
at which the liability of the livery stable keeper ends and that 
of the hirer begins is not always easy to ascertain. The present 
case seems well beyond this dividing line. The Lord Chief 
Justice, in his judgment, dwelt upon the circumstances that the 
hirer evinced approval of the coachman by continuing to accept 
his services; that the horse and harness belonged to the hirer, 
and that the coachman had only had the opportunity of driving 
the horse and learning its peculiarities two or three times 
before. 

The principles are clear and well established. It is in the 
application of them to each set of circumstances that the difficulty 
arises. The liability depends, not on the ownership or use of 
the carriage, but upon the relation of master and servant. 
Thus a man who hires a cab is not liable for the negligence of 
the cabman, nor is @ man who hires an equipage for 
the day, week, or month liable for the negligence of 
the driver. Similarly it has been held that the man who hires 
horses and coachman for his own carriage is free from liability. 
In this respect a distinction has been established between fixed 
and moveable property. A man is bound to see that his fixed 
property is so used and managed that other persons are not 
injured, but in the case of moveable property it is 
otherwise for reasons too obvious to need indicating. A man 
who has sent his gun to a shop to be repaired cannot, 
for example, be held responsible for the negligence of a 
shop-boy who, on his way from the shop to deliver the 
gun, fires it off and injures a passer-by. The liability, in fact, 
depends upon the principle that a master is liable for the 
negligent acts of his servant done in the course of his employ- 
ment, and upon the further principle that a servant, though in 
the general employment of one person, may yet be considered, 
for the purpose of establishing liability, to be in the particular 
employment of another. The liability of the person in whose 
particular employment he is claimed to be is determined by the 
extent of the control exercised by such person, and also in a 
certain measure upon the opportunity for selection. In Quarman 
v. Burnett (6 M. & W. 499, at p. 509), Parxg, B., says: “ Upon 
the principle that gui facit per alium facit per se, the master is 
responsible for the acts of his servant; and that person is 
undoubtedly liable who stood in the relation of master to the 
wrongdoer—he who had selected him as his servant, from the 
knowledge of or belief in his skill and care, and who could remove 
him for misconduct, and whose orders he was bound to receive 
and obey.” 

The facts of that case, which is one of the leading authorities 
on the subject, are as follows. Two ladies who owned a 
carriage were accustomed to hire from a job-mistress a coach- 
man and a pair of horses for use in their iage. They always 
had the same coachman. The ‘elpaiietous leak in fact only one 
coachman regularly employed. The ladies did not pay the man 
any wages, but were in the habit of giving hima gratuity each 
time he drove them. They also supplied him with a coat and 
hat for his use while he was driving them. The coat and hat 
were kept in the hall of the ladies’ house, and the man before 
and after each drive had to go into the house to change. One 
day while he wasin the house the horses ran away'and did damage. 
In an action brought against the ladies, Parke, B., held that 
there was no evidence to go tothe jury. The only suggestion of 
particular employment or control in that case seems to have been 
that the man to go into the house to fetch his hat and coat. 


Parke, B., dismissed this point by observing that the man ought 
not to have left his horses unattended, and was not under the 
circumstances bound to obey the order of the ladies if any such 
order had been given. 

The recent decision of the Lord Chief Justice suggests another 
set of circumstances which will, in all probability, arise. That 
is, the case where the carriage and harness belong to the hirer 


= 





and the horses and driver to the job-master, but the horses are 
kept and fed at the stables of the hirer. This state of facts is 
by no means uncommon, the plan being adopted by persons who 
are staying in London for a short time, or who do not care to 
run the risk of being short of a horse on account of lameness or 
other casualty. The question of liability in such a case would 
be a very niee one. If the considerations which prevailed in 
Jones & Sonsv. Scullard are to prevail, the fact that the hirer has 
control of the horses—the feeding, shoeing, &c., of them—would 
suffice to fix bim with liability. This seems reasonable, and it 
is also in accordance with the more modern decisions which 
were regarded by the Lord Chief Justice as conflicting with 
Laugher v. Pointer (5 B. & O. 547) and with Quarman v. Burnett 
(ubi supra). One of these cases is Rourke v. White Moss Colliery 
Co. (L. R. 2 C. P. 205). The defendants in that case were col- 
liery owners who employed a contractor to sink a shaft in their col- 
liery. They lent tothe contractor forthe purpose of doing the work 
a fixed engine at the mouth of the t and an engine-driver, 
The latter continued to be paid by the defendants. In the 
course of the work the plaintiff was injured in consequence of 
the negligence of the engine-driver. It was held, per Oocx- 
BURN, O.J., Metiisu, Baccatiay, and Bramwet, L.JJ., that the 
engine-driver was at the time the servant of the contractor and 
not of the defendants. Similarly in Donovan v. Laing and Others 
(1893, 1 Q. B. 629) it was held that the owners of a crane, who 
lent it, with a man to work it, to _ - oy ep for “= 
ur of loading a ship, were not liable for the negligence o 
the yet committed while acting under the orders of the 
wharfingers. The two sets of decisions are difficult to reconcile, 
for there seems to be no difference in principle between the 
negligence of the driver of a horse and that of the driver of a 
steam-engine in considering the liability of the person who 
hires from another for a time the benefit of their services. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
SEARCHES IN PARISH REGISTERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Can you or any of your readers who have experience in such 
matters refer me to any cases bearing on the following point ? 

The Act 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 86, s. 35, enacts ‘‘ That every rector, 
vicar, or curate, and every registrar, registering officer, and secretary, 
who shall have the keeping for the time being of any register book 
of births, deaths, or marriages, shall at all reasonable times allow 
searches to be made of any register book in his keeping, and shall 
give a copy, certified under his hand, of any entry or entries m the 
same on payment of the fee hereinafter mentioned (that is to say) for 
every search extending over a period not more than one year the sum 
of one shilling, and sixpence additional for every additional year, and 
the sum of two shillings and sixpence for every single certificate.” 

I have recently had to make a general search of a Middlesex county 
parish church register which covers about 200 years, which took me 
the whole day, and I was treated with great civility and charged s 
fee of 10s. only. 

I next was instructed to search the register of a London chureh, 
and I wrote asking what the fee for a general search would be; by ® 
mistake the letter was addressed to the rector of a church of some 
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what similar name, and I got a reply from the parish clerk of that 
church saying the fee for a general search would be 10s. 

I subsequently applied to the parish clerk of the first mentioned 
London church, who claimed 1s. for the first year, and sixpence for 
every subsequent year, and on my expressing surprise, the rector came 
up and insisted on this charge. 

If his contention is right (and certainly the actual words seem 
to bear out his claim), the result is that I could not have searched 
the register at the Middlesex church I have mentioned, if the rector 
had insisted on the strict — fees, for less than £15 (which woul: 


have been practically prohibitive), thus: 
Births ag. 200 years . . ; £5 0 6 
Marriages (say), 200 years ° ° a a ae 
Deaths (say), 200 years . ° ° 5.0 6 
£15 1 6 


and in the case of the London church the fee will no doubt be more. 
But this is not all; the rector contends that my search must be 
made on Monday, Wednesday, or Friday between the hours of 10.30 
and 12, so that he limits ‘ all reasonable times” to four and a-half 
hours a week, spread over three several days, at which pace it is not 
likely that my task will be rapidly accomplished. 
GEORGE WALLIS BEAL. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


BROWN v. BROWN. 17th August. 
Contempt or Court—ArtracumMentT—LeENnotH or Notice or Morion— 
. Drvorce Rvuies, x. 115—Rveizs or Supreme Court, 1883, orp. 63, 
rk. 12 
This was a motion on behalf of Catherine Brown for an order that 


she might be at liberty to issue a writ of attachment t her husband, 
! Frederick William Brown, for con’ t in disobey of 
' Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division the 2nd of August, 


898 
delivering Doris Clements Brown, tis GRIN of the seecings, ite 





6 sai therine wn by the said order. Upon behalf of 
the husband the preliminary objection was taken that 115 of the 
Divorce Rules had not been complied with. By that rule the notice of 
motion must be served four clear ~—_ previously to the hearing of the 
motion. The notice of motion was dated the 13th of August, so that 
there had not been compliance with the rule. In support of the applica- 
tion it was submitted that ord. 63, r. 12, of the Rules of Supreme Court, 
1883, applied, and that there was therefore jurisdiction to hear the 
motion. Further, by the Long Vacation notice printed at the back of 
the Vacation Cause List, papers were to be left at the Chance d 
Office before one o’clock on the Monday previous to the , he on which 
the —— was intended to be made, and that regulation had been 
complied with. 

Purtimore, J., said that the notice at the back of the cause list was 
good as to filing papers, but it did not apply to the of the notice 
of motion. The matter must stand over till Wed y next. The 
motion must be dismissed and a fresh notice served for Wednesday next. 
—CovunsgEL, Roskill ; Grazebrook Soxscrrors, Scott, Lawson, ¢ Palmer, for 
Arthur Willey, Leeds; Emmet § Co., for C. Leatham § Co., Wakefield. 


[Reported by J. E. A.povus, Barrister-at-Law.] 
BRISTOL TRAMWAYS CO. v. NATIONAL TELEPHONE CO. 17th August. 


Tramway Company—Consent To Piactnc or Work By TgLePHons Com- 
PANY—TkELEGRAPH Act, 1863 (26 & 27 Vicr. c. 112), 6s. 9, 12, 13. 


This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiffs, the Bristol pre 





and Carriage Co. (Limited), against the National Telephone Oo. (Limi 

for an injunction ——s the defendant company, its agents an 
servants, until the trial of the action or further order, from placing, 
except with the consent of the plaintiff company, any work , in, 
upon, over, along, or across so much of the street or public road known as 
St. a. Bridge in the City of Bristol as lies between the rails of 
the plaintiffs’ tramway or within eighteen inches from the outside rail on 
each side. In a of the application sections 9, 12, and 13 of the 
Telegraph Act, 1863, were relied upon. By section 9 of the Telegraph 
Act, 1863, ‘‘ The company shall not place a te h under any street 
within the limits of the district over which the authority of the Metro- 
politan Board of Works extends, or of any city or m pal borough or 
town corporate, or of any town having a population of thirty thousand in- 
babitants or upwards (according to the latest census), except with the con- 
rent of the bodies having the control of the streets within such ive 
limits.” By section 12: ‘‘ The company shall not place a telegraph over, 
along, or across a street or public , or Hee pe in. or upon a street or 
public road, except with the consent of the body having the control of such 
street or public road ; and where a public road passes through or by the 
tide of any pas or pleasure-grounds, and where a public road crosses by 
mans of a bridge or viaduct, or abuts on any ornamental water belonging 


to any park or pleasure-grounds, and where a public road crosses or 
abute on a private drive through any park or pleasure-grounds, or to any 





mansion, the company shall not without, or otherwise than in accordance 
with, the consent of the owner, lessee, and occupier of such park, 
pl e-grounds, or mansion, place any work above on such 
blic road.’’ By section 13: ** re any landowner or other is 
ble for the repair of any street or public road (notwithetendiag that 
the same is dedicated to the public), the o—- shall not any 
work under, in, upon, over, along, or across road, 
exept with the consent of such er or other person, in addition to 
the consent of the body having the control of such street or pn 
where, under this Act, such last-mentioned consent is Somateed 
that where the company places a tel hh across or over any street or 
public road they shall not place it so low as to stop, hinder, or interfere 
with the passage for any purpose whatsoever the street Ss 
road.’’ Sections 28 and 30 of the Tramways Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 
78), were also referred to, and it was submitted that the defendants were 
not entitled to proceed with their works without the tiffs’ consent. 
Upon behalf of the defendants it was submitted that the plaintiffs were 
not persons who were responsible for the of the whole road, and 
therefore their consent was not required. North London Railway v. Great 
Northern Railway (26 W. R. , 11 Q. B. D. 40) shewed that the 
plaintiffs’ right must be absolute, If the contention upon behalf of the 
— that any person responsible for the repair of any portion of the 
ighway was a person whose consent had to be obtained by the defendants, 
they would also have to obtain under section 13 of the Act of 1863 the 
consent of gas and water companies. 

Puitimors, J., said that gas and water com were in a different 
position to the plaintiffs. The order would be that, upon the defendants 
un to apply for leave to withdraw a summons which they had 
taken out before the Bristol magistrates, and undertaking in the event of 
the plaintiffs succeeding at the trial to make such provisions for the 
security of the plaintiffs as might have been made on an application for 
the plaintiffs’ consent, the action to be set down at once ee 
Pleadings to be delivered in the Long Vacation if desired. No further 
order except that the costs of an ex parte motion made before North, J., 
for an interim injunction, which would now be disc and of this 
motion be costs in the action.—CovunsgL, Mulligan, Q.C., and G. D. Pepys 
(Stewart Smith with them); Roskill. Soxicrrons, Warwick Webb; W. B. L. 


Gaine. 
[Reported by J. E. A.povs, Barrister-at-Law.] 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


Court of Appeal. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. EARL GREY. No. 1, 
August. 

Intanp Revenve—Estats Dury—Girr Inter Vivas—Posszssion AssumEp 
To Entire Excivusion or Donon—Inrsrest Ressrvep—Power or Re- 
vocaTion—Cvustoms AND INLAND Revenue Act, 1881 (44 Vicr. c, 12), s. 
38 (2) (4) (c), as AMENDED By Customs anp INLAND Revenve Act, 1889 
(52 Vier. c. 7), 8s. 1l—Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. o. 30), ss. 
This was an appeal from the Divisional Court (46 W. R. 251). Bya 

deed dated the 19th of October, 1885, Henry, third Earl Grey (since 

deceased), transferred to his nephew, Albert Grey, now fourth earl, his 
estates in Northamptonshire, the 

and its ——- and the effects j 

charge of £4,000 in favour of the third earl, issuing out of all the p 

transferred other than the mansion-house and its appurtenances the 

effects therein. The deed provided that the -house, &c., should 
be held by the fourth earl in trust to ee aoe 
enjoy the same as theretofore. yy the same deed the fo earl 
covenanted (1) to pay certain annuities; (2) to pay all m and 
other charges on the land, and all interest then or thereafter due under 
them ; (3) to pay the rent-charge of £4,000 ; (4) to keep up the 
house ; (5) to deliver farm or roduce required for the use of the 
household at Howick ; (6) to pay the funeral expenses, debts, &c., of the 
third earl; (7) not to sell or dispose of certain of 

request of the third earl to produce a and vouchers pe 
made under clauses (1), (2), (4), or (6). It was also vided in the 
event of Albert Grey, now fourth dying in the Ufetime of the third 
earl, or of any breach by the fourth earl of any 

By ede ie en Spl 5 ate 
part. Bya ’ 

consideration of £5,000, released the rent-charge of 
released the fourth earl from the covenant to retain 
named in the 7th clause of the covenant in the deed 
from the power of revocation reserved in the same deed. 
died on the 9th ——_ 1894. ‘ : 
property comprised in the deed of the 19th of October, 1885, was before, 
as well as after, the 26th of September, excess 
of £4,000. The fourth earl estate duty upon the 
mansion-house of Howick and effects therein only. The information 
claimed that estate duty was payable upon the value of the whole of the 
property comprised in the deed of the 19th of October, 1885, as property 
passing within the 
sections 1 and 2 (1) (c) of the Finance Act, 1894, and having 
section 38 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1881, as 

by section 11 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1889. Section 

(1) (2) of the Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30) provides that } 


29th July and 10th 
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be chargeable with a graduated estate duty, shall be deemed to 
include property which would be required on the death of the deceased to 
be included in an account under section 38 of the Custcms and Inland 
Revenue Act, 1889, if thoee eections were herein enacted and extended to 
real property as well as to personal property, and the words ‘‘ voluntary ” 
and *‘ voluntarily ’’ and a reference to a ‘‘ volunteer ’’ were omitted there- 
from. Section 38 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1881, pro- 
vides (inter alia): ‘‘ (1) Stamp duties at the like rates as are by this Act 

on affidavits and inventories shall be charged and paid on accounts 
delivered of the personal or movable property to be included therein, 
according to the value thereof ; (2) the personal or movable property to 
be included in an account shall be property of the following descriptions 
—viz., (2) any property taken as a donatio mortis causd made by any person 
d on or after the let of June, 1881, or taken under a voluntary dis- 
position, made by any person so dying, purporting to operate as an im- 
mediate gift inter vivos, whether by way of transfer, delivery, declaration 
of trust, or otherwise, which shall not have been bond fide made three 
months before the death of the deceased. (c) Any property passing under 
any past or future voluntary settlement made by any person dying on or 
after such day by deed or any other instrument not taking effect as a will, 
whereby an interest in such property for life or any other period deter- 
minable by reference to death is reserved either expressly or by implica- 
tion to the settlor, or whereby the settlor may have reserved to himself 
the right, by the exercise of any power, to restore to himeelf or to reclaim 
the absolute interest in such property.’’ Section 11 of the Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1889, amends section 38 as follows: ‘‘ The descrip- 
tion of property marked (a) shall be read as if the word ‘twelve’ were 
substituted for the word ‘three’ therein, and the said description of 
property shall include property taken under any gift, whenever made, of 
which property bond fide possession and enjoyment shall not have been 
assumed by the donee immediately upon the gift and thenceforward re- 
tained to the entire exclusion of the donor, or of any bencfit to him by 
contract or otherwise.’’ The Divisional Court (Grantham and Channell, 
JJ.) held that a sufficient interest and a sufficient power of revocation were 
reserved in the property to bring it within the description of property con- 
tained in the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1881, s. 38 (2) (c), and 
that on the death of the third earl in October, 1894, the whole of the 
property became chargeable with estate duty under the Finance Act, 1894, 
8.1. From this decision the fourth earl now appealed. 

On the 10th of August Tur Covurr (A. L. Smiru, Riesy, and VavGuan 
Wiss, L.JJ.), in a considered judgment, dismissed the appeal. 

A. L. Surrn, L.J., read the sellewing judgment: In my opinion the 
Crown succeeds in this case, and the appeal by the present Earl Grey 
fails, By the Finance Act of 1894, not only property which passes upon 
death, but also property which shall be deemed within the meaning of the 
Act to pass upon death is made liable to estate duty ; and the question is, 
whether the property upon which the Crown claims duty in this case is 
property which is deemed to pass within the meaning of the Act upon 
the death of the late Earl Grey, which took place on the 9th of October, 
1894. [His lordship then set out the facts of the case, and proceeded as 
foliows :] The question is whether the property contained in the indenture 
of the 19th of October, 1885, was property which is deemed to pass upon 
the death of the late earl within the meaning of the Finance Act of 1894 
#0 as to be liable to estate duty. That brings me to section’2 (1) (c) of 
the Act of 1894. By it ‘‘ property passing on the death of the deceased 
shall be deemed to include . property which would be required 
on the death of the deceased to be included in an account under section 
38 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1881, as amended by section 
11 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1589, if those sections were 
herein enacted and extended to real property as well as personal property, 
avd the words ‘voluntary’ and ‘voluntarily’ and a reference to a 
‘volunteer’ were omitted therefrom.’’ In <Aitorney-General v. Beech (46 
W. R. 44 ; 1898, 2 Q. B., at p. 147) I commented upon this class of legis- 
lation, and I have nothing further to say thereon. Now, what is 
it that eection 38 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act of 1881, 
as amended by eection 11 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act 
of 1889, as amended by the Finance Act of 1894, has enacted? 
Section 38 (2) of the Act of 1881 so amended must for the present 

be read as follows: ‘‘Any real, personal, or movable pro- 
rty to be included in an account shall be property of the following 

ecriptions—viz., (¢) any property taken under a disposition made by a 

rson dying after the Ist of August, 1894, purporting to operate as an 
ae te gilt inter vivos . . . which shall not have been bond fide 
made twelve months before the death of the deceased’’—this clause does 
not apply to the present case—‘‘ or property taken under any gift whenever 
made ’’—this means whether made within or without twelve months before 
death—‘“‘ of which property bond fide possession and enjoyment shall not 
have been assumed by the donee immediately upon the gift and 
thenceforward retained to the entire exclusion of the donor or of any 
benefit to him by contract or otherwise.” In my judgment the meaning 
of this section is that, if there be a gift, no matter when made, of property 
inter vivos, then that property must be included in an account and therefore 
liable to estate duty, unless the donee has bon4 fide assumed possession and 
enjoyment of the property immediately upon the gift and has thence- 
forward retained the possession and enjoyment thereof to the entire 
exclusion of the donor, or, if he has taken and retained the possession to 
the entire exclusion of the donor, then that this possession and enjoyment 
has been without any benefit by contract or otherwise to the donor. To 
escape estate duty both these events must concur. This being my opinion 
as to the true construction of section 38 (2) (a2) of the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act of 1881 as it/ now stands incorporated 
into section 2 (1) (c) of tke Finance Act of 1894, how upon 


the facts of this case can it be said that the present earl, 


the donee, has either dond fide assumed on immediately upon 
the gift, or has thenceforward retained the possession and enjoyment 
of the property contained in the deed of the 19th of October, 1885, to the 
entire exclusion of the late earl, the donor, or that he has done so without 
any benefit by contract or otherwise accruing to the donor, the late earl? 
That the present earl, the donee, has contracted with the late earl, the 
donor, to pay him £4,000 a year as well as to bear the other liabilities of 
the late earl, as appears by the deed of the 19th of October, 1885, for the 
benefit of the late earl cannot be disputed ; and, whichever limb of the 
sub-eection be taken, in my judgment this case comes within it, and 
therefore falls within the description of property deemed to | am within 
section 2 (1) (c) of the Act of 1894, and consequently estate duty is pay- 
able. It was argued by the Crown that the case also falls within sub- 
section (c) of section 38 (2) of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act of 
1881, and that under this sub-section the property was chargeable with 
estate duty as being property which was deemed to pass within section 2 
(1) (c) of the Act of 1894. This may well be so, but as in my opinion 
section 38 (2) (a) of the Act of 1881 is fatal to the appellant, the present 
earl, it is unnecessary in this case to give a judgment as to the m 

of sub-section (c), and I therefore say nothing about it. In my judgment 
the Crown succeeds, and the appeal must be dismissed, with costs. 

Riesy and Vaveuan Wiutu1ams, L JJ, read judgments to the same 
effect. Appeal dismissed.—Counset, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Bremner ; 
Sir R. Webster, A.G., Sir R. Finlay, S.G., and Vaughan Hawkins. Soxtct- 
tors, Flux § Leadbitter ; Solicitor to Inland Revenue. 

[Reported by E. G. Stu wet, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Re STOCKPORT RAGGED, INDUSTRIAL, AND REFORMATORY 
SCHOOLS. No. 2. 11th August. 


Cuarrry—MosTGAcgE or Property or—Jvurispiction or Cuariry Commis- 
stIonERS—“ CATHEDRAL, CoLLeciaTEz, Cuaprer, ok Orner Scuoors— 
Worvs Esvspem Generis—EnpowMent—CHARITABLE Act, 
1853 (16 & 17 Vicr. c. 137), 8. 62. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Stirling, J. (reported 46 W. R. 

455). The facts were as follow: The trustees of the Stockport 

Schools presented a petition under Sir S. Romilly’s Act (52 Geo. 3, c. 101) 

asking the sanction of the court to a proposed mortgage of part of the 

property vested in the trustees. The sanction of the Charity Commis- 
sioners was not obtained, the petitioners maintaining that they were 

exempt from the jurisdiction of the commissioners by virtue of section 62 

of the Charitable Trusts Act, 1852. The income of the charity was 

derived from a Government grant and contributions from school b¢ 

boards of guardians, and other public bodies, subscriptions of residents 
in the neighbourhood, and earnings of school children in their industrial 
occupations. In 1888 the trustees procured a piece of land at a rent of 
£20 per annum, and erected thereon a girls’ school. The proposed mort- 
gage was a mortgage of this girls’ school. Stirling, J., held that the 
institution was exempted from the jurisdiction of the commissioners 
under eection 62 as being wholly supported by voluntary contributions, 
and was not within the proviso, at the end of the section, that the exemp- 
tion should not extend to any cathedral, collegiate, chapter, or other 


schools. The commissioners appealed. 
Tus Court (Linviey, M.R., and Currry and Corts, L.JJ.) allowed 


the a J. 

ma non M.R.—This cace turns on section 62 of the Charitable Trusts 
Act, 1853, upon what was treated in the court below as the main point, 
and is the most important point in the case—namely, whether the 
proviso at the end of section 62 taking out of the exemption from the 
operation of the Act ‘‘any cathedral, collegiate, chapter, or other 
school’? applies to all echools or only schools of a like character to those 
specified. f think the decision of Stirling, J., is absolutely right. Though 
the court hesitates to press too far the doctrine of construction that a 
phrase is to be cut down by its context—the maxim noscitur a sociis—th 
are cases in which that maxim must be applied to carry out the obvious 
intention of an Act, and if ever there was a case to which the maxim is 
applicable this is one. If all schools are to be takén out of the exemp- 
tion, there is no possible use in referring particularly to cathedral, 
collegiate, and chapter schools; on the other hand, the words of the 
earlier part of the section shew that it was the intention of the Legiela- 
ture to exclude all Roman Catholic institutions, including Roman Catholic 
schools. This institution isa charity within the meaning of the Act; but 
if it comes within the operative part of section 62, as it is not within the 
proviso, the decision of Stirling, J.,is right. The circumstances of this 
case, however, differ from Re Clergy Orphan Corporation (43 W. R. 150; 
| 1894, 3 Ch. 145), which Stirling, J., relied on. The Act provides only for 
two cases—the case where there is an income wholly from voluntary con- 
tributions, and the case where there is an income partly from voluntary 
subscriptions and partly from endowment ; but in this case there is also 
income from a Government grant and ao by boards of guardians and 


Trusts 





school boards, and on this ground I hold the case to be outside the section 
| altogether. The eection is, however, so obscure that I decline to do more 
| than decide each case as it arises. I will not decide, contrary to the spirit 
| of the Act, that the Charity Commissioners have any jurisdiction over the 
| income arising from voluntary subscriptions. I hold that the school 
building cannot be mortgaged without the consent of the commissioners. 
Curry, L J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 
| Conus, L.J., concurred.—OCounser, Vaughan Hawkins, for the 
Charity Commissioners; Ingle Joyce, for the Attorney-General ; Grosvenor 
| Woods, Q.C., and H. Johnson, for the petitioners. Soxzicrrors, J. M. 
| Clabon ; Solicitor to the Treasury ; Andrew Wood § Purves, for J. W. Johnson 
Stockport. 
[Reported by J. I. Srisiinc, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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JOHN v. JOHN. No. 2. 10th August. 


| Recerver—Esectment Action—Disrutep Trrts—Degrenpant in Recgret 


or Rentrs—Jvupicature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vicr. c. 66), s. 25, suB- 
SECTION 8. 


The plaintiff in the action claimed to be entitled, as tenant in tail male, 
to some real estate in Cornwall under the will of his great-grandfather, 
George John, who died in 1847. From 1850 until his death in January 
last another great-grandson of the testator, George Dennis Trevel 
Jobn, was in possession or in receipt of the rents the ny, 

tiff’s contention was that George Dennis Trevelyan John was tenant 
for life only of the property. The defendant, the mother of George 
Dennis Trevelyan John, on the death of her son entered into receipt of 
the rents of the property, and induced the tenants toattorn toher. Her 
contention was that her son was absolutely entitled to the property under 
the will of the testator, and that he (the son) had devised it toher. On 
motion by the plaintiff for the appointment of a receiver in the ejectment 
action, North, J., made the order appointing a receiver of the rents. 
The defendant appealed, and urged that the court should not interfere 
with the benefi possession of the defendant, and relied upon the 
decision le te of Appeal in Forwell v. Van Grutten (1897, 1 Ch. 64, 
45 W. R. ,. k 

Tue = (Linpiey, M.R., and Ourrry and Coins, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. 

Linptey, M.R.—I do not think we shall be introducing any revolution 
in practice if we affirm the decision of North, J. We must first of all 
look at the Act of Parliament. Section 25 of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
sub-section 8, says that a receiver may be aj ted by an interlocutory 
order of the court in all caees in which it ll appear to the court to be 
just or convenient that such order should be made. That applies to 
ejectment actions, and the court has to consider in each particular case 
whether it is just or convenient to appoint a receiver. It must aleo look 
at any other circumstances which may be material, such as the risk of the 
tenants, and the title of the defendant if he chooses to disclose it. 
Knowing the title of the plaintiff, it would be in this case to refuse 
to appointa receiver. Those are the short grounds for diemissing this 


appeal. 
Currry, L.J.—I am of the same opinion. The appointment of a receiver 
is a discretionary matter, and the court must exercise its discretion 
judicially and not arbitrarily. It is just and convenient that in the 
circumstances of this case a receiver should be appointed, and that is 
what the Legislature casts upon the court to sayin each case. The tenants 
have not asked for protection, but they are exposed to a double claim at 
this moment. Ido not decide this case on that ground alone. North, 
J., looked at the will and arrived at the conclusion that the defendant 
could not make out a title at all. The defendant is not in poseession of 
any mansion-houre, and will not be turned out of any house; she isa 
person of small means, living in furnished lodgings. The rents are in 
jeopardy, and the tenants are expoeed to risk. On these grounds I think 
a receiver ought to be appointed. 

Coutts, L.J.—I am of the same opinion, The defendant’s possession is 
safeguarded by the Judicature Act. e court has to exercise a discretion, 
and that must be on the facts. Though our conclusion is not final, it is 
convenient to act on our view of the facts. If the defendant were a pereon 
of substantial means, that would be one reason for considering the position 
of the tenants as not so serious, but if she is impecunious, then the position 
of the tenants is a very important factor. Therefore having the duty cast 
upon us of exercising our discretion, we are bound to uphold North, J., 
in interfering for the protection of the tenants. Ap dismissed.— 
CounseL, Haldane, Q.C., Macnaghten, Q.C., and 7. H. Carson; Swinfen 
Eady, Q.C., and Stock. Soxicrron, Collyer-Bristow, Russell, Hill $ Co., for 
J. W. Tyacke, Helston ; Coode, Kingdon, $ Cotton, for Borlase, Milton, $ Borlase, 
Penzance. 

(Reported by W. Saaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re FISHER AND GRAZEBROOK’S CONTRACT. Romer, J. 
4th and 10th August. 


Venpor AND PurcHAssR—TENANT FOR Lirs—No Trusters ror Purposes 
or Serrtep Lanp Acts—Norice—Payment or PuRCHASE-MONEY INTO 
Court—Serriep Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 38), s. 22. 


This was a summons under the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, for 
the determination of a question under section 22 of the Settled 
Land Act, 1882. In March, 1898, Fisher entered into a contract with 
Grazebrook for the sale of a freehold house known as Caenwood Grange, 
Beulah-hill, Norwood. The said house formed part of the residuary 
estate of William Hayes, and Fisher was entitled thereto in fee subject to 
an executory gift over in the event of his death without issue. He had 
contracted to sell the house as a person having the powers of a tenant for 
life, but on examining the title the purchaser’s advisers took the objection 
that there were no trustees within the meaning of, and for the purposes of, 
the Settled Land Acts, and that the was bound to see that at 


the time of completion at least there must be such trustees dul 
appointed. The vendor's advisers contended that whether there were 
trustees or not, and even if the purchaser knew there were no such trustees, 
yet if the purchase-money was paid into court in accordance with the 
provisions of section 22 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, the purchaser 
would get a good title, and insisted on his carrying out the purchase 
being appointed. The purchaser objecting, the vendor |. 


without trustees 


pene this summons for a declaration that a title in accordance with the 


the purchase- into court to a account under the provisions 
| of the Settled Lam Acts, 1882 to 1890, would obtain a good discharge for 
same. 


Romer, J., said that it appeared that the purchaser 
the date fixed for com lotion that there were no trustees for the purposes 
of the Settled Land and this being so be did not think the vendor 
could call on the purchaser to pay the purchase-money into court under 
the provisions of section 22 of Settled Land Act, 1882. That section 
presupposed the existence of trustees, as was pointed out by Kay, J., in 
Hatten v. Russell (36 W. R. 317, 38 Ch. D. 345), and in Mogridge v. Clapp 
| (1882, 3 Ch. 382). Ifthe had paid the money into court under 
that eection in the belief there were trustees for the of the 
Settled Land Acts, he would no doubt have got a good title ; but the case 
was different when he had n that there were no 
such trustees, and at best he would only get a doubtful title, and not one 
that the vendor could com him 
Hughes v. Fannagan (30 Ir. R. ©. L. 111) to shew that a title taken under 
similar circumstances was considered doubtful, and ha regard 
and other authorities, the yr te by the vendor would be dismissed 
with costs.—Counsst, W. B. Coliman; H. 
Currie, Williams, ¢ Co. ; Peard § Sons. 

(Reported by Ratzex B. Parttrortrs, Barrister at-Law. } 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 

Re THE MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD AND THE ASSESS 
MENT COMMITTEE OF BIRKENHEAD. Div. Court. 12th August. 
Practice—Friuinc or Sprctat Case—Exrension or Trur—Ornown Orrics 
Rouzs, 8. 34 

This was an application by the Mersey Docks and Harbour Board, who 
had obtained an order fer a epoch one, mleng oe sepen from an 
used for the 


24th of March, but 

assessment committee having given notice that they desired it to 

settled on their behalf by ho Sesmnten— Stormers eee . 

stated he could not attend to the matter until 0 

time for filing the case under the rules would 

the Crown Office Rules ‘‘ no special case stated 
uarter sessions for obtaining the judgment 

upon any order or other determinat a 
quarter sessions shall be filed at the Crown Office Department after the 


=e 
58 
g 


the delay arose from the fact that counsel engaged in 
to get it settled before the Long Vacation. 

es Covrt (Hawkins and Lawrancs, JJ.) ted the application.— 
Counsst, Horridge. Soxscrrors, Roweliffes, » $ Co., for A. T. 


Birkenhead 
(Reported by Ensxine Rein, Barrister-at-Law.) 


JONES & SONS v. SCULLARD. Lord Russell, L.C.J. 9th August. 


Master anp Sznvant—Neciicence—Liusuiry or Master to Tutap 
Pgrsons—Hirep CoacuMan. 


shop and business stock caused by the negligence of the defendant or his 
coachman. The defendant was a public- pro On the 
Diamond Jubilee Day, the 22nd of June, , he was driven in his 
brougham to view the as he to Hol- 
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her v. Pointer (5 B. & C. 547), Brady v. Giles (1 M. & R. 494), Randle- 
son ¥. Murray (8 A. & EB. 109), and Quarman v. Burnett were cited. It was 
futher caynt dak S «eens We oe to another for a 
particular w Rage Bo belng, the servant of the 
person to whom he was lent. this Rourke v. White Mose 
Co. (2 0. P. D. 205) and Donovan v. (1893, 1 Q.4B. 629) was , 
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On behalf of the defendant it was argued that, inasmuch as the defendant 
did not select the coachman, he was not responsible for his negligence. 
Lord Russstt or Kitiowen, O.J., in delivering judgment said that the 
facts of the case were these: The plaintiffs were jewellers. On Jubilee 
Day a brougham, in the shafts of which was a horse, ran into their shop, 
causing damage to the window and its contents. The plaintiffs at once 
cast about to see whether they had any remedy. They themselves were 
entirely blameless. They discovered that in the brougham was the defend- 
ant and a lady friend ; that the brougham belonged to the defendant ; that 
the horse belonged to the defendant ; that the harness belonged to the de- 
fendant ; and that the boots, breeches, waistcoat, and hat worn by the 
driver had been supplied to him by the defendant ; but that the person 
who was enveloped in all this had been supplied to the defendant by a man 
with whom he had placed his horse and carriage at livery. The plain- 
tiffs thereupon brought an action against the defendant. To this action 
the defendant replied: ‘‘ I am not the person responsible, because the man 
did not represent me, nor was he my servant, but he was the servant of 
another.’ The plaintiffs alleged generally that the occurrence was caused 
by the negligence of those responsible for the brougham, horse, harness, 
&c., and they gave as particulars of the alleged negligence that the reins 
were fastened to the cheek of the bit, and not to the bar, the horse being 
a hard-mouthed horse and a puller, as the defendant and his servant 
ought to have known by inspection of the horse’s mouth, which showed 
unmistakable signs of hardness caused by pulling; that the curb chain 
was not sufficiently tightened ; that there was no brake on the carriage ; 
and that the horse had recently been brought out of the country, was 
unused to London streets, and ought not to have been driven in London 
on such a day as Jubilee Day. The only question left to the jury was 
whether there was negligence, and they found that there was. The other 
questions were left to be decided by his lordship, who was to have liberty 
to draw such inferences of fact as a jury could do so far as was necessary. 
The defendant’s horse and carriage were liveried with a man named 
Walker, who was his tenant. The defendant was a publican, and 
Walker’s stables adjoined one of his public-houses. The arrangement 
between the defendant and Walker began on the 3rd of January, 1897. 
The accident took place on Jubilee Day. On the 10th of May Loveday 
be to drive for the defendant and continued to do so up to and 
indeding the day of the accident. Loveday was not selected by the 
defendant, but the proper inference was that the defendant told Walker 
that he required a man to drive and that Walker sent Loveday. Though it 
must be taken that there was no original choice by the defendant of Loveday, 
it was not unimportant to observe that there was evidence that the defendant 
shewed satisfaction in, and — of, Loveday. Though he had no 
power to dismiss Loveday from Walker’s employment he could have said 
to Wi » * You must not send me this man any more,” and to ss 
‘*T dismiss you from the occupation of driving my carriage.’’ He d 
not, however, do so. About the 4th of May he ordered Loveday to be 
supplied at his own charge with a suit of clothes. One other date was 
material. The horse which was driven in the brougham was brought to 
London from Yorkshire on the 16th of June. Between that day and the 
22nd of June it was driven two or three times by Loveday. Those were 
all the material facts. In support of his particulars the plaintiff called a 
witness named Bowden, who described the pace at which the horse was 
going, ing that the driver had lost control, and then proceeded to 
describe the occurrence. Mr. Marcus Stevens, a veterinary surgeon, was 
called. He also described the pace of the horse and how the driver had 
lost control. He said, further, that the curb was loose and was not 
fastened on one side ; that the reins were fastened to the cheek of the bit ; 
and that, on examination, he found that the horse had a rank, hard 
mouth, with tumours growing. He also stated that the brougham had no 
brake, but then in London it was not always found necessary to have a 
brake upon a brougham. That was the plaintiffs’ case, and it was met by 
the defendant ty Conidle of all this evidence. The main contest was as to 
negligent driving by the driver, but it was impossible to say how far the other 
evidence might, or might not, have affected the minds of the jury. The 
uestion now was, Were the circumstances such that it must be inferred 
t Loveday was the defendant’s servant? It was impossible to say that 
there was not evidence of that to go to the jury. It was clear from the 
authorities that a man might be, in spite of the Scriptural proposition, in 
the position of serving two masters. While serving Walker generally, 
Loveday might still have been in the particular employment of the defen- 
dant. t for the leading authorities on the subject, his lordship would 
not have felt the perplexity he had felt about this case. But not one of 
the cases cited was on all fours with it. In no one case did there occur 
the same conjunction of facte—namely, that the ownership of the horse, 
, harness, and livery was in the defendant; nor did it come into 

the consideration of any one of these cases that the horse was one to which 
the driver had not been previously accustomed, nor that part of the 
negligence alleged was the manner in which the horse was bitted, looking 
to the hardness of its mouth. His lordship then referred at considerable 
length to Laugher v. Pointer, Brady v. Giles, and Quarman v. Burnett. The 
latter case, he said, presented great difficulty. Two old ladies hired a 
carriage and horses from a jobmaster. Whenever they went out in the 
carriage the same man drove them. This man was dependent for payment 
upon the tips which the old ladies bestowed on him, which were 5s. for 
each drive. The old ladies wishing him to preeent a respectable appear- 

ance —s him with a coat and hat, and, as they wished to 

against using these garments elsewhere, they directed him to come 
into the house and change before and after each drive. On one of these 
occasions, while the man was in the house changing his coat and hat, the 
horses ran away and did —_ for which the ladies were sued. One 
would have thought that, considering the particular occupation in which 


responsible, but the court held not. The jury found a verdict for the 
plaintiff, which was afterwards set aside on the ground that there wag 
not even evidence to to the jury. That was a strong authority ig 
favour of the defendant. Yet the defendant’s case differed from tha: in 
a marked degree. Here the horse was the defendant's horse, and it had 
only recently been acquired by him. Why was the fact that the horsg 
belonged to the defendant material? Because so long as the hirer merely 
said to the livery stable keeper ‘‘Supply me with an equipage complete 
for an hour, a day, or a week”’ he had no kind of control over the driver 
except in one particular—he could indicate to what point he wished to 
go. He could not order the man to go fast or slow, for the driver might 
say, ‘‘I am not your servant. I know my master’s wishes with regard 
to the horse, and I will go accordingly.’’ But the case was different 
where the horse belonged to the hirer. He could say, ‘‘ I am late; drive 
fast up hill or down.’’ If the man refused to obey he could say to the 
livery stable keeper, ‘‘I will not have that man any more.’’ Again, in 
the present case the horee had just been brought from Yorkshire. There 
were the peculiarities of the horse to be known and attended to 
and the best manner of harnessing it to be learnt and adopted, 
All these were elements shewing what was the position of the 
driver with regard to the management of that horse and carri 
and shewing that he was in that particular servant of the defendaat. 
lordship then referred to Rourke v. White Moss Colliery Co., in which it was 
held that contractors who agreed to do the sinking of a shaft for a 
colliery company were responsible for the negligence of the engineer of 
the engine at the mouth of the shaft belonging to the colliery com ¥ 
such engineer and engine having been a a under the control af the 
contractors for the purpose of the work only, and to Donovan v. Laing, the 
facts in which were similar. His lordship found it difficult to reconcile 
these two cases with the other cases referred to. Continuing, he said it 
was time that a comprehensive and intelligible principle was laid down. 
If the livery stable keeper supplied a vehicle for a fixed time, the hirer 
ought in no sense to be responsible, but where the carriage, horse, harness 
and livery were the property of the hirer, especially where the horse had 
peculiarities and the driver had only driven it for a short time, 
and where the driver had been approved of by the hirer—in all 
this aggregation of circumstances if the question had been put to the 
jury, whose servant was this man? would they not have said, not the 
eervant of the livery stable keeper, but of the hirer? In his lordship’s 
judgment the defendant was liable either singly or jointly with the driver. 
—CounseL, Hammond Chambers, Q.C., and Woodin; Witt, Q.C., J. Watson 
Moyses, and E. E. Humphrys. Souscrrors, John H. Mote § Son; P. J. 
Gordon § Son. 





[Reported by C, G. Witsnanam, Barrister-at-Law.] 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE PRIZE COURTS ACT, 1891. 


Notice is hereby given that, after the expiration of 40 days from 
the date hereof, it is proposed to submit to her Majesty in Counail, 
in pursuance of the above-mentioned Act, the draft of an Order in 
Council making Rules of Court touching the practice in prize 
proceediypgs to be observed in her Majesty’s High Court of Justice, 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division. yo notice is hereby 
further given that, in accordance with the provisions of the Rules 
Publication Act, 1893, copies of the proposed draft Order in Council 
can be obtained by any public body, within 40 days of the date of 
this notice, at the Privy Council Office, Whitehall.—{Zondon Gazette 
of 16th August.) 





TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
Orpers or Court. 
Tuesday, the 9th day of A 1898. 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby o: that the action mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 
SCHEDULE. 
Mr, Justice Srrmtinc (1898—L.—No. 1,592). 
In re The London and Provincial Co-operative Supply, 1d Ellen Maris 
Hayward (Spinster) v The London and Provincial Co-o tive Supply, 
ld. ALSBURY, O, 
Thursday, the 11th day of August, 1898. 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord h Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the actions mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
shall be transferred tc the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 
SCHEDULE, 
Mr. Justice Romer (1897—O.—No. 1,638). 
John Whitaker Cooper and Others v The General Railway Syndicate Limited 
Mr. Justice Romer (1898—C.—No. 762). 
In re The Cox Thermo Electric Company Limited Francis Joseph 


Webster v The Cox Thermo Electric Company Limited 
; — : . Hauszvry, ©. * 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Wriu1am Swirt, solicitor, of Liv 1, died on the 12th inst. He 
yas admitted in 1870, and for many years a large practice in Liverpool 
and the district. He was one uf the clerks to the coun’ of 
the Kirkdale Petty Sessional Division, and this position Mr. 8 
up to the time of his death. He was an authority on li and rating 
matters, and was a very —— adviser to the justices, who p: a very 
high value upon his opinions. He, with Superintendent Baxendale, was 
mainly responsible for the preliminary proceedings in connection with 
the arrest and prosecution of Mrs. Maybrick. Mr. Swift was also clerk 
tothe Huyton Local Board from the time of its formation, and to the 
urban district council which superseded that board. He was, says a 
Jocal journal, of a most kindly disposition, and was held in great esteem 
in Liverpool and Huyton, where he long resided. 

The death is announced, at the age of seventy-five, of Mr. Cxaries 
Locock Wess, QC. He was the eldest son of the late Mr. 8S. Webb, of 
Chard, Somerset, and was called to the bar in 1850. He was appointed 
a Queen’s Counsel in 1875, and was elected a bencher of the Middle 
Temple in 1879. 

Mr. Joun Suaw, solicitor, Mayor of Tamworth, died on the 11th inst., 
in his seventy-seventh year. Mr. Shaw was admitted in 1844, and held 
the office of Registrar of the County Court. 


occupied 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Frepreric Hannam-Crarx, solicitor, of Gloucester, has been ap- 

inted by the Bishop of Gloucester to be Diocesan trar and Bishop’s 

, in succession to the late Mr. B. Bonnor. new registrar, 

who is a son of the late Rev. John Perkins Clark, M.A., minor canon and 
precentor of Gloucester Cathedral, was admitted a solicitor in 1875. 

Mr. Inpgrwicx, Q.C., bas been elected a Member of the Council of the 
Selden Society in succession to the late Judge Meadows White, Q.C. 

Mr. F. A. Jonzs, solicitor, of Southport, has been aes a Perpetual 
Commissioner. Mr. Jones is the deputy-coroner for Lancashire, and is a 
member of the firm of Brighouse, Brighouse, & Jones, solicitors, of 
Ormskirk and Southport. 

Mr. Tuomas Amprosz Nextuam, solicitor (honours), of 75, Princess- 
street, Manchester, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner under 
the Fines and Recoveries Act for the counties of and Chester. 





INFORMATION WANTED. 


Henry Evstracs.—Any nm in possession of or knowing the where- 
abouts of the will of the late Henry Eustace, of Greenanstown, County 
Tipperary, who diedat San Fruttuoso, near Genoa, on the 12th day of August 
last, is requested to communicate with Messrs. Sutton, Ommanney, & 
Rendall, solicitors, 3 and 4, Great Winchester-street, London, E.C. 


Gszorce Dsrinc, deceased.—Any person possessing a will or other 
testamentary document of George ing, formerly of Barham-court, 
Canterbury, in the county of Kent, who (it is believed at Paris) on 
orabout the 19th of May, 1820, is requested to lodge the same at the 
Principal Registry of the Probate Division of High Court of Justice, or to 
communicate thereon with J. N. Mason & Co., solicitors, of 32, Gresham- 
street, London, E.O. Any person ae in any such will or testa- 
mentary document, or giving such information as shall lead to the same 
being brought in, will be rewarded. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 
Disso.vTion. 


Sir Grorcz Hznry Lewis, Grorcz James Granam Lewis, Harry 
Recrvatp Lewis, and RecivaL>D Warp Epwarp Langs Poo xs, solicitors 
my & Lewis), Ely-place, Holborn, London, so far as regards the said 

aIry Lewis, who retires from the firm. Aug. 1. 

Gazette, Aug. 12. 


GENERAL. 


The condition of Judge Parry, who was shot recently in the Manchester 
County Court, has improved. : 


Mr. Leach and Mr. Beal are the two Chancery Registrars on the rota 
for attendance during the Long Vacation, butit is stated that Mr. Ohurch 
will act for the former gentleman during the first half of the vacation. 


Viscount Esher, says the St. James's Gazette, attained his —_ a 
year on Saturday, the 13:h inst., having been born at Lenham, Kent, in 
1815. Both he and Viscountess Esher are in the best of health, and have 
left town on a holiday trip. 


A co mdent of the Times says that the Attorney-General has 
submitted to the Lord Chancellor the name of Mr. J. A. Rentoul, Q.C., 
M.P., for the — of Judge of the City of London Court, which Mr. 
Commissioner Kerr is expected shortly to resign. 

At a meeting of Birmingham magistrates on Wednesday, says the Times, 
& warm discussion took place with reference to the payment of -- 
stipendiary. A year or two ago Oe nes Sees 8 ution 
recommending the city council to pay £40 for a deputy-stipendiary to sit 
in the absence of the stipendiary on holiday. The council refused to do 


mee d a resolution reaffirming the decision 
aoe sibility for the present magisterial deadl 
‘and calling upon them t> pay for a substitute for the stipendiary 
during his holiday. 
Shortly after the commencement of the first sitting of the Vacation 
Court on Wednesday in Queen’s Bench IIL., says: the Times, Mr. 
Justice Phillimore it seemed to him that, , he should 


very 
have to sit in the Lord Chief Justice’ next . He said very 
pebestently Gocanee tie CAS StS GD: SE See oth on account of 


its size and because it contained 
difficult to keep order, but he was not prepared for the | 


weoatees Se wee : u Go he. Se ee ee 
there wo’ so many counsel attending next sitting 

court. Mr. M C., said he had been requested to ask his 
lordship, on of the Junior Bar, to remove to the Lord Chief 
Justice’s Court. Mr. Alexander, Q.0., said that in the Lord Chief 
Justice’s Court a great strain was imposed upon the voice. He hoped his 
lordship would try another sii Queen’s Bench Court III. Mr. Justice 


Phillimore said he would order both courts to be prepared, 
event of there as ta crush next week as at the present sitting 
would sit in the Lord Justice’s Court. 

The London Gazette of Tuesday last announces been 
plaseed to fnono 0 warns ORAS on een eae SS Se surviving 
eee CT tek ot 

are now ° rdinary, name 

Blackburn, Gecnneallt Edward Strathearn 4 


Gordon, 
Drumearn, deceased; John David Fitzgerald, Lord ve agg pe A 
naghten ; Michael Morris, Lord Morris; 


deceased ; Charles Synge Christopher Bowen, Lord Bowen, deceased ; 
Charles Russell, Lord Russell of wen (now Lord Justice of 
Reel | end nee ee ee ee et to the 

dren of any Lord of Appeal in Ordinary hereafter to be ted and 
created a Lord of Parliament for life ;. that such children have and 
enjoy on all occasions the style and title enjoyed = the children of 
heredi barons of these our realms, together the rank and 


precedence next to and immediately after the younger children of all 
hereditary barons now created or hereafter to be created, and immediately 
before all baronets.” 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Frivar, Aug. 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 

Luurep mm Csanosry. 


Baitise Cotumpia Venture: Synpicate, Limirsp—Creditors are on or before 
24, to send their names and addresses, and the of taats debts or 


to Edward Collins, Winchester House, Old st. Milner & Bickford, 
ee oe 

Bertrisrizip CoLuiery yg my py - yy to send 
their names addresses, the particulars of debts or claims, to 


and 
Jackson, Bank chmbrs, Cook st, Liverpool. Oliver Jones & Co, Liverpool, solors 
or 


Concessions DeveLorment Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on 
send in their names and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
James Drayson Austin Norris, ‘olk House, Laurence Pountney hill. Voules & 
Eastcheap bidgs, solors to liquidator 

Dersysuirze CuEmicat Co, Limirep -Creditors are required, on or before Sept 20, to send 

‘ names and and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 


Lennard, 70, Gracechurch st 
Sees Gee, Lae See ea oe eee eb send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of debts or claims, to John Macdonald Hender- 


Moorgate st 
12, Cyoiz Sappiz Synoicats, Liurrep (1 Liquipatiox apn eg 
on or before Sept 26, to send their names addresses, the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Mr Edgar William Pidgeon, 90 and 51, Queen st Simmons, solor 
on or before 17, 


liq 

Noagrts or Inztanwp Minera Co, Liurrep—Creditors are 

to send their names and and the particulars of their or claims, to 
Cross st, . Doyle, Manchester, solor for liquidator 

A a oe on or before A 
addresses, and the particulars of their or claims, to 

comt, Bolton. Bailey, Bolton, solor 

Paawix xrixa Axp Pustisurxe Oo, Liurrep—By an order made by Wright, J, dated 

ous § eet SS up of the company be continued. 

& Valentine, St Martin’s solors for 

Reaixa Goitp Minine Co, Luarrep (1s anges (A me ee on or befure 

Sept 19, to send their names and and the particulars of their or claims, 

to Gosuge Rishast Sinthem, 50, Sane eee 

Tuornouirre Launpry uiTsp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to 

send their names and and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Greaves 

& Greaves, 5, Charles st, Bradford, solors to liquidators 

T H Tuorp, Limitep—Creditors are required, 

their names and addresses, and the 

Gaskell Blackburn, 2, East parade, 

Turnoius, Liuirep— 

and addresses, and 


lane : 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Battio ay Investment axp Monzy Society, Highgate Tavern, Moseley rd, Bir- 


mingham 3 
Beruive , 5 Biruiscuam Bensrit Society, Earl Rett, ae rd Augs 
Srrive Ross Loves Frienpiy Soorsty, Heywood, Lancaster Aug 3 


London Gasette.—Tuxavay, Aug. 16. 
JOINT BTOCK COMPANISS. 


s 


s 


i 





| 





Luorsp mm CHanozey. 


Buitisu = Coneeeeness, Breer de me for TT Wr presented Aug % 
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Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the ma Hansa, Wavrm, ‘Auckland, New Zealand, Medical Practitioner Oct12 Woolley, G 
in rs 

— Popes Ses ruern, Limitep—Petition for winding up, promnted ‘ae. 8, | Hey, Bexsamrn, Barkston, York Oct1 Parker & Parker, Selby 
directed to eard Oct. 26. Courtenay & Co , Gracechurch st, petnr’s solors. Notice maa ; Sept 10 F, & 
¥ ——— must reach the above-named not later than six o’clock in the afternoon —~' we Gt Horton, Bradford, Retired Engineer Sep arrar & Crowthes, 
oO - 5 ili 

Gvanico Gov» Mixixe Co, Limirep—Creilitors are required, on or before Sept. 24, to Hows, Hesay, Norwood Sept 24 Billinghunt & Go, Bucklersbury 
A their ae 8 — addresses, with particulars of their debts or a, to ‘Tansiey Ho tron, Frorence, Birkdale Oct 12 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 

itt, 40, Chancery lane. Dixon & Co, Lancaster pl, Strand, solors for the liquidator ee ie 1 . “ 

nae ae hen smeweh, Laurie (ue Sesmurane Laquipasin)—Oseliiers Jackson, Cuaries, Longney, Glousester, Parmer Sept 3 Corren & Son, Glouceste r 
am segues, on - before ot oS. cooues their names snd addresses, and yey Jayxzs, Taomas Eowry, Darlington, Solicitor Sept10 Barron & Smith, Darlington 
o eir debts or claims, alter Bellhouse, Mynshull Milis, Charles st anchester 1 . 
Boote & Co, Manchester, yo aw to the liquidator’ Kevezs, Freperick, Canterbury Sept6 Furley, Canterbury : 

Learner Snop Wiser Co, Liwrreno—Peta for winding up, presented Aug 10, directed to | Linczmay, Exizaveta Apaianxa, Beckenham Sept 30 Tassell & Son, Faversham 
be heard before Phillimore, J, on Aug 2. Osborn & Osburn, Copthali avenue, solors Luoyp, Axys, Carthmyl, Montgomery Sept 30 Martin Woosnam, Newtown 


for «7. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock 3 ; 
. = e a of mp e we - Marrtuews, Wiit1am, Nottingham, Furniture Dealer Sept 10 Bright, Nottingham 
iT. James’s Resipewriat Caampers Co, Liurrep—Creditors are requir on or ore é 3 y i 0 
30, to send their names and addresses, and the articulars of their debts or claims, oo - eapene Towsenexd, Pall Mall East, Panker Sept7 Hores & Co, Lincoln's 
pee Booms Francis Woodhouse, 2, Ryder st, St James's. Wilde & Co, College hill, Moams, Rev Hewsry Rosert, M.A., Bivhop Auckland Sept 12 Andrew Orrell, Man. 


Sravcrupar ayv Sanitary Insurance Society, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or . re c 
before Sept 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or Packen, Cuantes Rose, Hollington, nr Hastings Oct 1 Stevens & Co, Norwich 
—, to Mr. A. 8. Everett, 14, Homefield rd, Wimbledon. Donaldson, Bedford row, | Paramore, Euizanera Peart, Llandudno Aug 29 Pugh & Bone, Llandudno 

lor to liquidator a a Pearporst, ALFRED Henry, Haverstock hill Oct 15 Lock, Craven st, Strand 

Warrorrr Steausnie Co—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 13, to send their | Pepper, Ricuarp Henny, Hitchin, Herts Sept1 Passingham, Hitchin 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. W. E. Bun- Prrxs, Rosa, Newton Solney, Derby Sept 21 Small & Talbot, Burton on Trent 


clark, 8 and 9, Great St Helens : : 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. | Pooue, Henny Rosesrr, Beaumaris, Anglesey Sept1 Roberts & Kershaw, Luton, Beds 





Gaaxp Unirep Onper or Oppre.ttows (Bury First District) Juvenire Fick AND | Rippgvt, Joux, Hebburn, Durham, Cashier Sept 21 Swinburne, Gateshead 
Fuwerat focrery, 48, Edward st, Bury, Lancaster. Aug 3 | Roserrs, Henry, Uxbridge Sept 24 Gardiner & fon, Uxbridge 
RD SET PE = mom James, Perranzabuloe, Cornwall, Miner Aug 31 Littleton-Geach, St Agnes, 
orrier 
Rupman, James, Clifton, Bristol, Oil Meichant Sept 30 Sibly, Bristol 
THE PROPERTY MART. | Surrn, James Anprews, Hammersmith rd, Auctioneer Sept 29 Marshal & (Qo, 
RESULT OF PERIODICAL SALE No 625. Ham 


mersmith 
Messrs. H. E. Fostex & Craxrrevo, at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday, August 18: | Trower, Eanest, Mount st Sept 9 Leman & Co, Lincolo’s inn fields 


Lot 1. o Abeniats Reversion to One-thi:tieth of about £22,560 SOLD, £500. Waxneurton, Jane, Otley, York Aug27 Oddie, Pateley Bridge 
Sakic aed te Gas. Sane Gees of valuable Freeholds proteases im =. 9. | Wueatey, Roperr, Bracebridge Asylum, Lincs Sept 20 Storer Manchester 
Lot 3.—Absolute Reversion to One-sixth of Freehold and Leasehold sh roducing | London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 16. 

£257 10s. per annum. OLD, £330 ; : : . 
Lot 4.—A similar Reversion. SOLD, = Asutoy, Wix.1am, Dukinfield, Chester Sept 30 Buckley & Co, Stalybridge 
Lot 5.—An Annuity of £50 and Endowment Life Policy for £600. NOT SOLD. . . t M & Co, Stafford 
Lot 6.—Life Policy for £1,000 in the United Kent; life 42, WIG, | SEE Seen, See, es Oe Base) ee 


| Meamquege,, Jous Armitace, Sheffield, Printer Sept 24 Parker & Brailsford, 


e. 
Brooks, George Witu1am, Oxford, Bursar’s Clerk Sept 20 Galpin, Oxford 
bone TO INTENDING Hovse Purcuasers AND Lesszes.—Before pur- | Bucxuey, James, Rumworth, nr Bolton Sept 10 Fielding & Fernihough, Bolton 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly Buppie, Carouivg, North Finchley Sept 14 Stevens & Drayton, Queen Victoria st 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter | ; i 
| Cuapwick, Martna, Stalybridge Sept12 Gordon, Dukinfield 
Bros., 65, ’ Victoria- street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full | : i 
| Davies, Sir Wrut1amM Georce, KCSI Sept 20 Sutton & Co, Gt Winchester st 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)--[Apvr. ] . 
Ex.iver, Gzorcr, Oxton, Chester, Builder Sept16 Lamb & Kyffin-Taylor, Birkenhead 
| Gez, Wittram, Gorton, Manchester, Musician Sept 20 Heywood & Co, Manchester 
| GeLurpranp, Epuuyp, Camden Town, Tobacco Merchant Sept17 Goring Thomas & Co, 











CREDITORS’ NOTICES. Finsbury-pavement 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. Hann, Frepericx James, Hammersmith, Solicitor Nov 30 Dowse, New inn, Strand 
Last Day or Cram. | Hanzis, Joszpn, Worcester, Moulder Sept 23 Corbett, Worcester 
London Gasette—Faipay, Aug 12. Hopsow, Marra, Paris Sept 30 Beattie, London wall 
| Jexxixs, Tomas, Bryncelyn, nr Ruthin, Denbigh Sept 9 Parry & Co, Denbigh 


Auirrey, Sipyzy Reerxacp, Kirkley, Suffolk Sept8 Kersey, Ipswich 
Amons, Mancanet, Warrington Sept 30 Browne, Warrington | Lewa, Estner Morcay, Woollahra, nr Sydney, New South Wales Sept 12 Blyth & Co, 


H 
Appiesy, Mrs Geataupe Mary, Streatham Sept 10 Layton & Webber, St Helen's pl Lymars, Wess, Catt, Blacksmith Oct1 Mace, Chipping Norton 
Basen, Bonen, Poulton le Fylde, Lancs, Yeoman Aug 29 Clarke & Symes, Duncan st, Maaes, My Ciement, Sunderland Oct7 Pearce, Bath 


Coorgr, A Avcvusta, Worcester Sept3 Coren & Son, Gloucester | Marroce, Rosert, Pitminster, Somerset Sept 29 Clarke & Lukin, Chard 
Covrtanp, Jesstz Exizaseta, Bayswater, Dressmaker Sept 9 Venn & Woodcac'r | Newseny, Beysamry, Plymouth, Tea Merchant Oct 16 Wilson, Plymouth 
New inn, Strand | Parcuerr, Grorce, Halifax Sept 20 Longbotham & Sons, Halifax 
Gunner, Gane Cuaates, Supninghill park, Berks Sept15 Dawson & Co, New sq, PexcivaL, Cuarces Josepn, Westgate on Sea Oct 24 East, Basinghall st 
Cunzoy, Natuaniet Cuarues, Leicester Sept5 Taylor & Co, Derby Rawuises, , Faxpanice, Swanscombe, Northfleet Sept 21 Buchanan & Hurd, Basing- 
res MeN Ret be gt ony & Co, Leadenhall ot Riznson, Apotpn, Wiesbaden, Germany Sept 15 Rehders & Higgs, Mincing In 
‘ , Scartu, Witu1am THomas, Staindrop, Durham Aug31 W & WJ Watson, Barnard 


Dowwzs, Epwarp, Keswick, Cumberland, Hatter Sept 20 Fearon, Victoria st 

Dyze, Henry Sreruens, Plymouth Oct 12 Wilson, Plymouth 

Feaxcs, WIttiAM feo Liverpool, African Trader Sept 16 Hannah Hunter, 28 
Gracu, Taomazixe, Tywardreath, Co rnwall Aug 31 Littleton-Geach, St Agnes, Scorrier 
Govxp, Jostan, St Peter's rd, MileEad Sept 15 Harris, Leadenhall st 

Grattan, Ausert O’Doxxett, York Sept 30 Ware & Sons, York 


Simms, ell Leeds, Publican Aug 31 Milner, Leeds 

Wasnen, Erizasetu, Pulborough, Sussex Sept 29 Marshall, Southsea 

Waite, Cuartorre, Liverpool Sept 13 Payne & Frodsham, Liverpool 

Waits, James, Liverpool, Clothier Sept 13 Payne & Frodsham, Liverpool 
Wuireneap, Rey Cuanies Henry, Norden, nr Rochdale Sept 20 Ripley, Rochdale 








BANK PT ¢ | Broapuurst, Joux, Warrington fae, Wi nstente Confectioner { Fare, Josera Heyry Sava, Dalston, Surgeon High Court 
RU CY NOTICES. Warrington Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug } Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 
London Gazette.—Tursvay, Aug 9. Cassese Auth Pe ng Eathoury. Mining ae Od tes Walsall, Glass Dealer Walsall Pet 
ngineer et June 4 8 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED Consett, F M, ry A} gardens, Victoria st High Court | Geay, Joux uae Bristol, Tailor Bristol Pet Aug 8 
Kaans, Heapeet, Broad st bldgs, Stock Dever High Pet June 2 Ord | Ord Aug 8 

Court Adjud March 27,1893 Annul Aug 6 Coney, Epwarp, Birmingham, Boot Dealer Birmingham | | GaeEnpury, ee, ee Painter Stockton on Tees 

Lien Gihawie: nines. Mae 30 Pet July 20 Ord Aug 9 Pet Aug9 Ord 
I » Aug. 12. | Coox, Diana, Bridgwater, Grocer Bridgwater Pet Aug | | Harusnaw, Poon “Avan, Doncaster, Bookseller 

RECEIVING ORDERS. 10 Ord Aug 10 Sheffield Pet Aug 10 


5 | Hanpy, Wiruam Josep Yorke, s Cheltonbam, B vokseller 
Cornwall, Builder | “Cheltenham Pet Pot Aug 8 Ord Aug 


Astixs, Gronce Sauvet, Dford, Pr Fine Art Publisher  Dovrtcx, Jouxs Hays, St 1 
Court Truro 
. 4 a weds Pet July 16 Ord Aug 10 


Augi10 Ord A Augi10 Ord Aug 10 
Arrws LL Arraur Josuva, jedi Sulsden, Fishwonger | D¥s0x, Aurnen, Evesham, 4 orem Boot Maker Worcester | Hannisoy, Joux, Leeds 


* . Fe Aug8 Ord Aug8 Pet Augs Ord Aug 8 pease, Ley! ey nr Leama Teamer 
w.., sera Eowarp, Wolverham m |E 3, F c Dewsbu 10 Aug 
ae olverhampton, Hosicr Wolver. ume, 3 REDERICK Manew, vk Confectioner Brad | Hixe, Tous ie, Milford 8 Surrey, ou} - ler Guildford 


uly 27 Ord Aug9 ord ay OE, 
ewport, 


ug 
Bros, Manivs, Broad st bi | G Pet July9 Ord Aug 
be ldga, Company Promoter | Evaws, TEORGE, Cort Merchant Newport, Mon | Boa ding house Keeps 


7 et May 20 Ord Aug 9 Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 Boas, Zauss, Folkestone, Bo 
a ABEZ 5 names i Draper Sheffield | | Fame, foros, J Keynsham, Somerset, Butcher Bristol | mesma. : uae, Foy wick, Oldhats, Shoemaker Old- 
Aug 


eon a, Wastan Hr 4 , B = Aug 8 ham Pet Augs8 Ord 
met =e Onl’ A, > Fisherman Ply: = si Samvet, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet Aug 10 | Javvs, Jauns, Low Eskrigg, nr “Wigton, Farmer Carlisle 


Pet Aug id Ord Aug 10 














Lincoln's 
ell, Man. 


ton, Beds 


St Agnes, 


1 & Oo, 


railsford, 


ia st 


rkenhead 
ester 
nas & Co, 


Strand 


yth & Co, 


hdale 


igh Court 
sall Pet 
et Aug 8 
1 on Tees 
ookseller 
rokseller 


Aug 10 
, Teamer 


tuildford 
Keep 
cer Old- 
Carlisle 











_ Aug. 20, 1898 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


LVol. 42.) 735 











eS 

[sowrson, Jams, Leeds, Boot “Manufactarer Leeds 
Pet May 13 Ord A 

Laws, ay Faxoxnioe, Kingsland High Court Pet Aug 


us, Tuowas Krax, Coalvill Leicesters, Tailor Burton 


on Trent Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 
Lover, Davin, m, Farrier High Court 
Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug 9 
MscxisTOSH, James, King’s rd, B d Park, Build 





High Court Pet July 11 Ord J Aug 
MaMatLa®, J ¥F, Leinster sq, Hyde Park “High Court Pet 
July 20 Ord Aug 10 
PuxixoToN, Timoray, Blackpool, Joiner Preston Pet 
Aug 9 Ord Aug9 
PortLock, JouN Hina, aa. Bootmaker Hereford 
Pet Aug 9 Auge 
ren E Senet, Bait, uilder Newtown Pet Aug 10 Ord 


oe, a Kirro, Lp apd Cornwall, Builder 
Truro Pet Augi0 Ord — 
Ropsoy, ~~ Lyd West spool, Dressmaker Sun- 


9 Ord con at? 
oss, ALFRED, Leeds Aug 9 Ord Aug 9 


fasrraRD, Davin, rcs Refreshment Contractor High 
Court Pet July22 Ord oma é 
mye Metal Merchant 
ham Pet et July 2t 


SuvesteR, Frepericn James, Waterlooville, Hants, 
Builder Portsmouth Pet Aug 8 Ord Augs 
une, —_ Torquay Exeter Pet Aug 9 Ord 


Aug 9 

fourvay, Marrnew, jun, and Gzorczs Wasnixeton 
Hvueurs, Bromley by Bow, Papernengines Manufac- 
turers h Court Pet Aug9 Ord Aug9 

Javton, Wittiam, and Jonw Avseat Tarior, Harro- 
mie, ats Fancy Drapers York Pet Aug 8 Ord 

ae om Davip, Whitchurch, nr Bristol, School- 
master Bristol Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Vivian, Ricuarp, cee Ged nen - Axminster, Shoemaker 
Exeter Pet Augs Ord A 

Westox, Davin, Dudley, = Duiley Pet Aug 9 
Ord Aug 9 

Wooo, Harry, Wetherby, Yorks Leeds Pet Aug 10 
Ord Aug 10 


Woovcock, Josera Jackman, som Insurance Agent 
Pet pb Ord Aug 

Waicat, Envest James, ~Dadley, Bicycle Maker Dudley 

Pet Aug8 Ord Aug8 

Wrses, Hexpesr, a Heath, Undertaker Rochester 

Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 9 


Amended notice substituted for that : The in the 
London Gazette of July 
Buackway, Arruur, and Eowyn Pane * Suanp, East - 
— Builders Eastbourne Pet July 18 Ord 
aly 18 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 29: 

Terry, Luxe Forp Tuomas, Eastbourne, Laundryman 
Eastbourne Pet July 25 Ord July 25 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Asrsvry, Josera Barker, Hendon, Farmer Aug 22 at3 
Off Ree, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 

Burrow, Pavt, orpe, Westmorland, Joiner Aug 
20 at 12 Grosvenor Hotel, Stramongate, Kendal 

Cuampers, Tuomas, Kendal, Picture Frame Maker Aug 
20 at 11.30 Grosvenor Hotel, Stramongate, Kendal 

Caste, Jonx, Durham, Builder Aug 19at3.30 Three 
Tuns Hotel, Durham 

Cvanicx, Hewry Assert, Leatherhead, Surrey, Builder 
Aug 22at 11.30 Railway app, London Bridge 

wre, D ag i Skewen, nr —. oa Publican Aug 19 at 12 
Off 1, Alenandon rd 


a eo q~—-y Glass Dealer Aug 
at 2 Of Reo 4, Te Queen st, Carmarthen 
Deax, Wiit1am, Burnley, Cabinet Maker Aug 19 at 3 
change Hotel, Nicholas st, —- 
Daxter, Jesse, and Winttax Larpuer, Newcastle on __— 
Timber Merchan' 


Aug 19 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
prs, Atyrep, Evesham, Worcester, Bootmaker Aug 
RS 11.30 Off Ree, 45, Copenhagen st, Wor- 
ces 


Evaxs, Cuartes, Swansea, Newsagent Aug 19 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Fox, Apraaam, Birstal, York, Innkeeper Aug 22 at 11 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row Bradford 
Feaupron, ALBERT Tom, ha ad Park, nr Bourne- 
mouth’ Aug 19 at 12 Grand Hotel, Bournemouth 
Pays, Joszru Henry Jaye, Dalston, Surgeon Aug 19 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Gator, Wittiam Aubert, Poole, Dorset, Builder Aug 
19 at 3.30 Grand Hotel, Bournemouth 
Gisoy, Harny, Ipswich, Wholesale Grocer Aug 19 at 
12.30 Great Eastern Hotel, Liverpool st, London 
Guseet, Geonar, Old Com ton st, Soho, Shoe Manufac- 
turer Augi9at1 Ban ruptcy pidge, Carey st 
Gusssweit, Frepsric, Southport, Confectioner Aug 23 
atl2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver, 
Hixv, Hexpent, Parnsley Aug 24 at 10.16 Off Rec, 
Regent st, Barnsley 
Hanpixa, Evizapeta Ans, Merthyr 7 Boot Maker 
Aug i9 at 3 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
pee, Francis Taeoruiius Henry, South Renaiag- 
Aug 19at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Car 
ion Water Pacauer, Whissendine, Patents, B Builder 
Aug 19 at 12.30 Off 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Janvis, WitLiam AARON Haverhill, Suffolk, Butcher Aug 
19 at 11.30 Rose and Crown Hotel, Haverhill 
tem, ALbent Epwanp, Gt Grimsby Aug 19 at 11 Off 
, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
Jouzs, Wicttam, Llanelly, Baker "hug 20 at 11 Off Ree, 
4, Queen st, Carmart en 
lam, oe Faeperick, King-lend Aug 19at 11 Bank- 


SEINGLER, Eowarp Isaac 


vey dgs, 
leax, HARLES, Carmarvon, Boot Daler Aug 22 at 3 
Crypt chmbrs Eastgate row, Chester 7 


, Fone ne ass ey Leeds, Tailor OT aeeee Pet Aug 10 
) = Joenen . ae s Zaum, Dalston, Surgeon High Court 


; Guay, Sou W WIttiay, 
’ @Reexpory, Suances, Whitby, Yorks, Painter Stockton 
on 


u &§ 
| Harpy, Witiiam eg Yorxg, 
Cheltenham Pet 


Leaxs, Taouas Saver Vite, Chatham, Baker Aug 22 at 
Lass, Wesson i. Burnley, Boot Maker Aug 26 at 

1.30 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, 
mab Or be nek Emmet, pater, York, Innkeeper Aug 
Bray, hasistent Be nt Bchodlmarte Aug 26 


Mitts, cm —» Ay Aywiz Mitts, 
Costumiers end icin Bits Hangs ck, Han 


Monga, ee Llandovery, Innkeeper Aug 20 at 12.30 


M J "Bosoombe Dellder A 19at2.30 Grand 

ULLINS, Jouy, t 

Hotel, Bournem to 

NIcHoLs, "Ropear a Kendal, Lag wr Aug 20 
atill Grosvenor hg) Stramongate, K: 


Nixon, Auey, 
at 12 Or he. te 16, Ak.  $—-+4 Ff 
Pappineroyx, Wim Heney, Boscombe, Confectioner 
Aug 19at1 Grand 
Parocersr, Feepericx Wittiam, Radclive cum Chackmore, 
Coal Dealer Aug 20 at 12 1, 1. Bt Aldate’s, 


Oxfi 

Parker, ALFrep oo Soe, Bete Fee Aug 

24 at 3 Of Ree 8 All Albert rd, ugh 

Pavit, Faxoanicn pad ‘ie In- 
Aug 22 tg E 


Posner, ys ~* — Butcher Aeeseari of 


Ray, Brsco, Telegraph of Solicitor Aug 19 at 12 Bank- 


“x 
RoperrTsuaw. . Waneaaen, Bradford, Grocer Aug 19 at 11 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 
Sanaer, Epwarp, SE, Baker Aug19 at 3 Grand 
8 aus Ni r Barnet, Photograph Aug 22 at 12 
HEARS, —— ew er Aug 
8 ons oT ~ Sept 1 ryt Off Rac, 13, Bed 
LADE, James, ua) a - 
fo 'd circus, yl 


Swarearick, Wituram, Barrow in Furness, Joiner Aug 19 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 
Tayior, Witi1am, {and Jonw Atsert Tayior, Harrogate, 
Yo Drapers Aug 22 at 12.15 on Ree, 28, 
Stonegate, York 
Tysox, Rupert, Barrowin Furness, Licensed Victualler 
Aug 19 at 11 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 


Tuomas, Joun Parry, Ba Aug 22 at 11.30 Crypt 

chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Tuorps, Troms, ee roe Darby, Butzher Aug 19 

at2 Off Rec, Figtree lane Sheffield 

Tow er, pata Upper Her aeed Builder Aug 22 at 12.30 
24, Railway app, 

Viviax, Ricuarp, Smallridge, nr Axminster, Shoemaker 
S-pt 1 at 11 of Ree, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Watrorp, Harry Epwarp, and Water Arcarparp, 

Tay or, South Norwood, Beer and — Dealers Aug 

19 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bri dge 


Witson, Emaanuet Fenwick, Plessey, panto Medea 
Dairyman Aug 19 at 11.30 osley st, 
Newcastle on Tyne 
Wvxes, Hensert, Bexley Heath, as, Undertaker 
Aug 22 at11 115, High street , Rocheste: 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Aster Artaur Josnua, New Swindon, Fishmonger 
B mn J by be Ore nobabridge York, Draper 
LACKBUBN, Jabez Faissy, , York, 
Sheffield Pet Aus 9 Ord Aug 9 : 
Barvaam, Witt1am Hypex, Brixham, Devon, Fisherman 
Plymouth Pet Aug9 Ord A 
Confectioner 


Braoavavurst, Joux, War: iD, 
Wi Pet Aug 10 Ord A 
Winsford, a Cw Commercial 


sesame Over 
Aug 1 
Coon, a eat — Grocer Bridgwater Pot Aug 


er Nantwich Pet Aug 4 
Constr, Mover Ausert, Leatherhead, Builder Croydoa 
Pet July 27 Ord Aug 8 

— Hews, & Ante, Cornwall, Builder Truro 


aa’ Wore, Boot Maker Worcester 
E.isG, Farperice Hae ) a Confectioner Bzad- 


ford PetAugi0 Ord Aug 10 

Bram, = es, Corn Merchant Newport, Mon 
- ug 9 

Seam ‘Groton, K Somerset, Butcher Bristol 

Pet Aug8 Ord Aug8 

Firzmavaice, Pome ComMMERELL yr Feige 


Court Pet April 18 


Crimes, 
Tra 


es 


5 I 
GiLnert, ‘ec¥ at on Oel Ang to Shoe Manufacturer High 
Court 


Gitzs, Major Eh hs EDWwaxo, | st High Court 


Pet Aprill Ord A 
Beisto1, Tailor Bristol Pet Augs 


Aug9 Ord Ai 
Gresswett, Freperic, Sou’ 


Confectioner Liverpool” 
July 28 Ord Aug 8 
Hatusnaw, Gerorce A.raep, Sion, Bookseller 
Pet Aug 10 Ord’ A 
» Bookseller 
8 oe anes 
nr Dewsbury, Teamer 
oh ees 0 10 
i, ast Oldham Pet 
e. nr Wigton, Farmer Carlisle 
K.osz, pay Georas, 


. Tailor Birmingham 
Ord J 


a ~ a 
Horainvon, 


J wana’ ta 
Pet Aug 10 Ord A 





Fetpmay, M, 
Court 


Gipsoxs, Witt, 

Pet Jul 
Gairrirus, jlhy Canon 
Hereford 
Hexrtoy, F W, & 
eers 


Leapraan, Lewis, 


Letts 

Pet July 15 ‘Ord ot 
acetson Avasazors Gast, Kigon 
ee ine ll Got A Canoabury, China 
Meneyrigip, feat, 8 Apeiwell, Notte Nottingham © Pet 


Sten, ees i Ss Sees Burton 
Mrosox, Joux Hewny, quer 4, Caney & High 


Court ‘Pet June 28 Ord 6 
> i eres Poole Pet June 30 


Pixz, Henny, Soeines 


Court BS Ora Auge 
Puseoees, KH, Y, Lg Aa Preston Pet 


9 Ord Aug 9 
a ny Hereford, Bootmaker Hereford 
Pet Ang 9 ¢ Ord Aug 


_—, _——, Builth. Builder Newtown Pet Aug 10 

Roperts, Jenin ge ol Cornwall, Builder 
Truro Pet Aug 10 10 

Rossow, Mary Janz, 75 , Dressmaker Sun- 

derland Pet Aug 9 on tk 

Ross, Atrazp, Leeds Leeds Aug® Ord Aug 9 

Ruruerrorp, Joux Scuaw, Old Jewry High Court Pet 
July 12 Aug 10 

Sitvestsr, Frepericox yy vars Hants, 

sea “ae Torquay Besar S aoe i Aug 9 

Wittram, and Jonn Avszer Tartor, a 

*"Yorka, Paney Fancy Drapers York Pet Aug 8 

Vivian toma, 5 x. Axminster, Shoemaker 

Wang, b mse Southsea, cab Propeietor Portsmouth 
Pet Aug2 Ord Ai 

Mie ~ ay Datiee, Grocer Dudley Pet Aug 9 

Wuitrisip, Joux, and poogene Pil em yt Delay, 

Builders Leeds Pet Ord Aug 9 

Witorse, Jonx, 8t Anne’s on F & -* Pcest on 
Pet July 21" Ord Ai Aug 10 

rig Py Hornsey rise High Court Pet June 16 

Winrtes, Ropenr Gi Coase, My = ee Solicitor High 
Court Pet J bra Aug 

~ yee “Wetherby, “vet Leeds Pet Aug 10 

wien ndostea fogenene Leeds, Insurance Agent 
Leeds Pet A Ord Aug 6 

Wages, Bese 2) Tha, pa Bicycle Maker Dudley 

Wmees, RT Streatham High Court Pet 

pril22 Ord Pag 


Wen Hensent, Bexley Heath Uniertaker Rochester 
et Aug 9 "Ord A Aug 9 : 
Pesan notice substituted for that published in the 
Gazette of July 29: 
Biacxmay, Antuur, and Eow1 Paicte Saarp, 
Buildere Eastbourne tJuly 18 Ord July 25 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Woo.tey, Tomas, Sheffield, Temperance Hotel Keeper 
Sheffield Adjud Jan 21, 1888 Annul Aug 4 
London Gaseite.—Tvxspay, Aug. 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Appisoy, 1 Bary ee Syeatih, Seed Merchant Ipswich Pet 


A 
Banvons. G Groner, ae. Sipwey Barrorp, and Herperr 


Georce Barrorp, » Bom. Straw Hat Manu- 
facturers Luton ‘Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug ll 

Brooxs, Harry, Southend on Bricklayer Chelmsford 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Au; 


10 
Broomrigip, Mary, N Marsh, ate, Grocer South- 
ampton uc 4 Bhekps A 
», = Goods Dealer 


Browy, ~_ 5 | Ord hy a 
ork, orbalist Dewsbury Pet 


wr Saas D Dews 


Ord Aug 11 
Davin | he Witu1au, Berriew, Montgomery, Butcher 
peo i Pet A ii’ Ord Aug ll 
Doopy, Roser, Cycle Maker Birmingham 
Pet Aug 12 ‘Ord Aug 12 


Emscixa, Tus. Newport, Mon, Confectisncr Newport, 
Mon PetAugi2 Ord Aug 12 
Farscioven, Witiiam Hewey, hs sa Oilcloth Dealer 
Wi Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 
Duke st, Aldgate, Wine Merchant High 
n Fagg 13 ng ag 
‘osTeR, James, Geonae Arraur wsow, AMES 
, Boot Manufacturers Leicester Pet 


Aug 6 Ord Aug 13 


Gatsonee, ey 4 Wirziam, Brighton, Fishmonger 


—_ '~ Ord Aug 1t 
iverton, Devons, Builder Exeter 


Aug 12 
Pet 


Ispeny, AunTave Feepeaicx, Kelvedon, Essex, Ionkeeper 


Colchester Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 
y ~ ord Hil. “Watchmaker High 


ag Pret “ts Ge nA Uehilitener High Court 
ital Pee Aug Ore. git Ora Aug tt 


Aug 12 


Parke 





ve, Chatham, Baker Rochester 


Leaks, Tasaas Saver 
Pet July 1 


st Within, 
H Ord Aug 12 
Piows, oe Yorks Painter York Pet Augii Ord 











THE SOLICITORS’ EN 


Aug. 20, 1898, ; 





_736 





Rovaxs, Cuan.es Josern, Old Trafford, Lancs, Traveller 
Salford Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 
Surrn, Josrrn, Grenville st, Commercial Clerk High 
Court Pet Augil Ord Aug li 
Leigh, Lanes, Grocer Bolton Pet 
Augill Ord Au 


Srocxen, ALrrep coe, pepe § Insurance Agent 
HighCourt Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

Sronz, Caartes Ropert, Cooper’s row, Crutched Friars, 

a Victualler High Court PetAugi2 Ord 


Spencer, Ricnarp, 


Aug 13 
Somuer, Witt1am Taomas, Southwater, Horsham, School- 
master Brighton Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 
Tayvor, Suemxsps, Forest Hill, North land, Com- 
= lh Traveller Newcastle on Tyne Pet June 29 
ug 1 
Tomson, +l Birmingham, Coachbuilder Birming- 
Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 
Turner, Tuomas, and Percrvat Faepericxk Turver, 
Oy ie Yorks, Leather Tanners Bradford Pet Aug 
ll 
a 2 y el Josern, Bradford Bradford Pet 
ug 1 
Waxketey, , Jostai, Corsham, Wilts, Clothier Bath Pet 


Au 
and ~~ Watrtox, Walsall Walsall 
ugll Ord Aug 11 
Wan. Tuomas Swaves, Gt aay, Draper Gt Grimsby 


Ww ~ st, Cromeatan “yr 2 lin Man 

'ARRICK, —— a u- 

facturer oy 12 Ord Aug L 

Wersrterr, 2, - Ben Knaresborough, Yorks, Brush 
Manufacturer York Pet rat, Ord Aug 

Warts, Sipvey, Cardiff Cardiff Pet Aug 12 “Sra. Aug 12 


Woarreneap, Ricnarp James, and Jouyx Cox, Birmingham. 
Camera “Makers Birmingham Pet Aug 11 Ord 


ug 11 
Wiexss, Uszer, Commercial rd, General Draper High 
Court Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 
Wages, - emaaee Tools, Broker Leeds Pet Augil Ord 
Wo & Co Kin d, Commission Agents High Court 


uly 5 Aug 11 
Wooo, Joux, Ashb Leicesters, Clerk 
on Trent Aug 12 


wean eenas, Northw , Coal Merchant Nantwich 
Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 1 
Amended notice prank for oy  _ccca in the 
London Gazette of J 


Vittenzuve, Coargtes Freperick “Hines, Brockley 
Greenwich 


Pet July 20 Ord July 20 


Amended notices substituted for those published in the 
London Gazette of August 9: 
Rotuerrvurp, Joun Scuaw, Old Jewry High Court Pet 
July 12 Ord Aug 4 
Crarxe, Georce Epwarp, Wolverhampton, Cycle Manu- 
facturer Wolverhampton Pet July 25 Ord Aug 5 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Astixs, Grorce Samvet, Dford, Essex, Fine Art Pub- 
lisher Aug 26 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Atrwe.t, Argtauvre Josnua, New Swindon, Fishmonger 
Aug 25 at 10.15 Off Rec, 46, Cricklade st, Swindon 
Barrorp, Georor, Groner ‘Sipser Banrorp, and Her- 
Beret Georce Barrorp, Luton, Straw Hat Manu- 
acturers Aug 25 at 10.15 Chamber of Commerce 
, 53, George st, Luton 
Bipox, nius, Broad st bldgs, Company Promoter Aug 
24at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Baisnamu, Wittiam Hypvex, Brixham, Devons, Fisherman 
Aug 2%atll 6, Atheneum terr. Plymouth 
Broapuurst, Joux, Warrington, Wholesale Confectioner 
Aug 23 at 230 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Broous ni, Mary, Bartley, Hants, Grocer Aug 24 at 
3.30 Off Rec, 172, High st. Southampton 
Catvert, ALBERT Freperick, Lothbury, Miniag Engineer 
Aug 25 at 12 Foor Bat bldgs, Carey st 
Cuarp, Wittiam, Yeovil. — Aug 23 at 12.30 Off 
, Endless st, 
Caries, WittiaM, Gout "Winetord, Cheshire, Commercial 
Traveller Ang 30 at 10.30 Royal Hotel, Crewe 
Cossett, F M, Ashley gdns, Victoria st Aug 24 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Coox, Diana, Bridgwater, Grocer Aug 26 at ll W H 
Tamlyn, High st, yo = 
Coney, Artuur Epwarp, Sleaford, .~ Cabinet Maker 
Aug 23 at 12.15 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 
Davis, Jonyx, Burslem, Slipmaker Aug 24 at 11 Off 
, King st, Newcastle under Lyme 
Davizs, Tuomas Cefn Mawr, Denbigh. Licensed Vic- 
tualler Aug 23at3 Priory, Wrexham 
Dovaick, Joax Hays, St Austell, Cornwall, Builder Aug 
5 at 1230 Off Hee, Boscawen st, Truro 
Euixe, Fespericxk Harry, Bradford, Confectioner Aug 
2atil Off Rec, 31, Maror row, ‘Bradford 
Parrcioven, Wiruram "Hesry, te Oilcloth Dealer 
Aug 25 at 10.30 16, Wood st, Bo 
Fisuer, ana Keynsham, Somerset poe Aug 31 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Baldwin st, B 
a, Fraxx, Cheltenham, eee eg 23 at 3.15 
County Court biden, Cheltenham 
tmotuy Hewitt, Liverpool Aug 24at12 Off 
Victoria st, Liverpool “‘ 
Gray, Jouyx Licey 8 aaa Tailor Aug3iati2 Off 
Rec, Baldwin st, 
Cnr ee al cae cy Whitby, Work, P York, — Aug 24 at 3 
Gairritas, os ae Pyon, Herefocde, Shoemaker Aug 
Mat3 2, Offa st, Hereford 
Gairrirs, = Llanrwst, Denbighs Aug 25 at 2.30 
os brs, Eastgate row, Chester 
Haut, Jous, Kidderminster, General Milliner Aug 24 at 
2 Lion Hotel, 
Haspy, Witi1am Josera Yorxe, Cheltenham, Bookseller 
Aug @Bat4 County court bidgs, Cheltenham 
Haweswert, Witi1am, Leeds, Remover Aug 
9at 12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Girti»s, 





Hewtow & Co, King William st, 
gineers Aug 25 at 12 Bankern ey bldg, Care 

Hiaorxs, Hewry Wituiam, New 23 at a. 30 
24, way app, London Bridge 

Houtues, Tuomas, Folkestone, Boarding house keeper 
Sept 15 at 9 Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Howe.is, Rocer, Neath Abbey, nr Neath, Tailor 
Aug 23 at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Jerrs, > Low E: krigg, nr Wigton, Farmer Aug 24 
at1 Off Rec, 24, Fisher st, Carlisle 

JonNsoN, p Sed Elwick, Durham, Innkeeper Aug 23 
at3 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 

Joxges, Owen Henry, Llandudno pone Agent Sept 
1 at12 Magistrates’ Room, 

Jorpax, James, Shebbear, Devons, ome Aug at 11 
Underhi l’s Railway Hotel, Exeter 

Lerrs, 8 Avvenx, Camberwell, Upholsterer Aug 25 at 11 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Care Gcinilie. 

Lryg, THomas Kirk, Coal Liecs, Tailor iene 38 
Midland Hotel, Station Burton on Trent 

McCour, Patrick Tuomas, arrington, Builder Aug 23 
at 3 ec, Byrom st, Manchester 

MoCut.oven, ig Falcon sq, Furrier Aug 24 at 11 


Soumnent, ames Waveu, King’s rd, Brownswood Park, 
Carey st, 
eh, ae Dealer Aug 23 at 
Nrxoy, sa Lane 
Fisher st, Carlisle 
ter Aug 25 at 12.15 Off Rec, 
itonegate, Yor 
Roperts, Josian Kitro, Mevagissey 
Boscawen st, 
65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
junction, High st, Portsmouth 
Hvuaues, Bromley by Bow, Pa nufac- 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Builder Aug 24 at 12 Bankru 4 bidgs, Carey st 
McNetiay, J F, Leinster sq, H k Aug 24 at 1 

Bankru bl 
Maver, Bexsamis, Canonbury, 
2.30 Bankruptcy —. ey st, 
ae Cum berland, Farmer Aug 24 
atl Off Ree. 34, 
PLows, Avruvy, York, Pain 
28, 5) 
Joun Hewry, Hereford, Boot Maker Aug 24 
, Hereford 
, Cornwall, Builder 
Aug 2at12 Off Truro 
Rours, meee] East Dulwich Aug 26 at 11 Bank- 
gs, Carey s 
Samvers, SamveE, "Abertillery, Pawnbroker Aug 24 at 12 
Sitvester, Faepericx James, Weteioetie. nr Cosham, 
Hants, Builder Aug 23 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge 
Spencer, Ricuarp, Leigh, Lanes, Grocer Aug 25 at3 16, 
Wood st, Bolton 
Sutirvax, Matraew, jun, and Georcz Wasxineron 
turers Au 26 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, y st 
Tuomas, Jonn Davin, or Bristol, Schoolmaster 


Aug 81 at 12.30 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Verpon, Mary Any, Grangetown, Cardiff, Grocer Aug 25 
at1l Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Watxpew, CHARLes, Richmond, Solicitor’s Clerk Aug 23 
at 12.30 24, Railway app, London 

Woopcock, Joserpa Jacxmay, Leeds, Agent 
Aug 23 at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Apams, Harry, Birmingham, Metal Manufacturer  Bir- 
mingham PetJuly 18 Ord Aug 13 

Appison, Watrer, Ipswich, Seed Merchant Ipswich Pet 
Augi2 Ord Aug 12 

Sesen? JOSEPH, Chester, Travelling Draper Chester Pet 
July 13 rd Aug 12 

Barrorp, Georce, Georce Sipvey Barrorp, and Hersert 
Georce Barrorp, yong ws Straw Hat Manufac- 
turers Luton Pet A Ord Aug 11 

Bet, Josepa Epwarp, Wo verhampt om, Hosier Wolver- 
hampton Pet July27 Ord Aug 11 

Boorn, Arruur, Manchester, General Draper Man- 
chester Pet June 30 Ord ‘Aug 10 

Brooks, Harry, ae on Sea, Bricklayer Chelmsford 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Broomrie.p, Mary, B: ey, Hants, Grocer Southampton 
Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 

Browns, Saran Ex.es, slackpool, Wool Dealer Preston 
Pet Augs8 Ord Aug ll 

Crarke, Gzorce Epwarp, Wolverhampton, Cycle Manu- 
facturer Wolverhampton Pet July 25 Ord Aug 12 

Cooxr, a Dewsbury, Herbalist Dewsbury Pet Aug 

1 Aug 11 


1 

Davis, Epwarp Wit1ax, Berriew, Montgomery, Butcher 
Newtown Pet Augii Ord Aug ll 

Dutcu, Faanx, Worthing, Grocer Brighton Pet July 14 
Ord Aug 11 

Ems.iyc, Daviv, Newport, oe, ‘ceed Newport, 
Mon Pet Augi2 Ord Aug! 

Farrciroves, Witttam Henry, Wigan, Oilcloth Dealer 
Wigan Pet Augil Ord Aug il 

Foster, James, GEoRrcE ARTHUR Bawsos, and James 
Rows, L ter, Boot M Leicester Pet 
Augé Ord Aug 13 

Gairritas, Jonn, Canon Pyon, astioh, Shoemaker 
Hereford Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 

Hastivxos, Francis Taxoraivus ro aoe Kensington 


High Court Pet July7 Ord A 
Hawetiys, Morais, Cardiff 5 Lisenesd’ Vi Victualler Cardiff 
Pet June 29 Ord Aug 9 
Hongongoe ALFRED, peemetan, Cycle Dealer Wakefield 
Pet Augi12 Ord Aug12 
Jacksoy, Toomas ABS0LOM et Cannon st High Court 


Pet April 16 Ord Aug 12 
Jouty, Hammton Wit.1aM, Liverpool, Boner 's Assistant 
Liverpool Pet June 22 Ord A 
Kwa, o, aes Southsea, Fruiterer Portemouth Pet Aug 
Stamford Hill, Watchmaker 
igh Court Pet Augi2 Ord Aug 13 
McGreoor, ALexanore Grayt, Kings.on upon Hall, oy 
builder Kingston upon Hall Pct Augll Ord A 
Macxistossa, James Wavau, Brownswood Park, Bu ee 
igh Court Pet July 11 Ord Aug 12 
Mactxtosn, Ropert icon Southampton York Pet 
July 29 Ord Aug 
Mayer, Bessamin, Canonbury, Glass Dealer High Court 
- Pet Aug y Ord A - - 
ERRYFIELD, :-~ Bulwel, ottingham Nottingham 
Pet Augi2 Ord A 





11 
Le saa, , (Lewis, Durley rd, 





wd ee THomas, Teoatattge . Wilts, Draper Bath me 


Ord A’ 
Park , a Tnent st Within, Housekeeper 
High Court "Pet ane 12 Ord Aug 12 


PLows, eae York, Painter York Pet Aug il Ord 
A 


mes CHaRLes pg old See, Lancs, Traveller 
Salford Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 

Suaw-Sare, T, es st High Soert Pet May 6 On 
June 23 

Saezarp, Ricnasp Arrtuur, and Heasert Extn Sanaap, 
Liversedge, York, = Manufacturers Dewsbury 
Pet June 23 Ord Aug 

Surrn, Josepn, Saoue a Commercial Clerk High 
Court Pet Augit Ord Aug 11 

Spencer, Ricuarp, or Lanes, Grocer Bolton By 
Augil Ord Aug 

Srockxes, ALFRED fe oo. insurance Agent 
High Court Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 

Sraove, Wiiuiam Peppiz, —_ Switz 5 
Engineer High Court Pet May17 Ord Aug li 

Sumwer, Wittiam Taomas, Horsham, tama 
Brighton Pet Aug 12 aa 

Szex, Joseru eecone, Chaneety n High Court Be 
June 27 ty 

Tavior, a. west TayLor, andJoun Ta 
Leicester, ufacturers Leicester Pet July 
Ord Aug 10 

— Tuomas, and Peacivat Farorrick < to, on 1 

key, — Leather Tanners Bradford 
Aug 

Ween a Soar, Bradford Bradford Pet 
Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Watxpen, Cuarves, Richmond, yey! Stitt Clerk 
Wandswo Pet July5 Ord Aug i2 

Was, Taomas Swaces, Gt Grimsby, Draper Gt Grimsby 


ms Ord Aug 11 
Wanncr, BERT, gue, Gain, nr Leeds, Violin Mana. 
ug 12 “Ord Aug 12 

Sane ey ¢ Avams, Knaresborough, Yorks, Brash 
Manufacturer York Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Wienes, Uszer, Commercial ri, re Draper High 
Court Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Witsoy, Tuomas, Berwick, Cabinet Maker Newcastle oo 


Tyse July 19 Ord Aug 8 
Wage, Somes, Broker Leeds Pet Aug i] 


Sean Sas. Ashby de la Zouch, Leicesters, Ang 
——— Clerk Burton on Trent Pet Aug 12 On 
A 


ug 1 
wn ig Tuomas, Potash, Coal Merchant Nantwich 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 ; 
Amended notice substituted for that ganar in the 
London Gazette of July 29: 
Vittexsuve, Caaries Frepericx pane Lewishem | 
Greenwich Pet July 20 Ord July 26 





SPECIAL HOME READINGS. 
Sexes IL.—THE DIETARY OF WELL-REGULATED 
FAMILIES 


Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa has become a my - ty 2 
this wonderful Food-beverage has 

important in the dietary 
families. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa is a neteral took cane food, and 
its merits ving been once fully and fairl J 
before the public - it a become a national fi ; 
general advancement of British health and vigour. 

Tired men, whether suffering from physical or 
fatigue delicate women, growing girls, and little - an 
fiad this unique By men of imestimable bevefit. 
nauseous - ¢- ble medicines associated : 
ill-health a Dr. Tibbdles’ big 
something ‘which is pleasant and nice, a a 
flavouring of its - which will appeal to the fas’ 
and over- f the invalid, on its soothing 
renders it an ideal ‘ 1b eden 

Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, by taking the place of sti 
of an ardent nature, has made happy many a home 
otherwise to-day would have been wretched and 
ewe 2 ig effects of which it is Pen ible to — 
reakf: per—indeed, at an: 
twenty-fourDr. Dr. ible Vi-Cocoa will oFouad 


ing; it leads the way among ar ome 


—_—o os it. 

ibbles™ Vi-Cocoa ean be obtained from mn be 
and Stores, or from 60, 61, and 62, 

London, E.C. 

As atest of its merit a dainty sample tin of Dr. Til 
Vi-Cocoa will be sent free on application to any addi 
when writing (a postcard will do) the reader will 1 
Soxicitors’ JouRNAL. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Ada 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 


Lord Chancellor, the 
eS SSS Londen aa 





ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BAKKISTE 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Tow 
f; oa ks, and Olerke of the Peace, | 


Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Gem 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDOI 





1ing effet 
stimulants 


me 

and the 
-esee. For 
ur of the 
i light and 
rages, 


emista, 
nhill-row, 


r. Tibvle? 
address, 
| name the 





